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Foreword 

By Hazrat Mufti Ebrahim Salejee 
(Daamat Barakaatuhu) 

The incident of Karbala has always, throughout the centuries of 
Islam, been regarded as a sensitive topic of discussion. One will 
undoubtedly be correct in saying that this gruesome and tragic 
incident was among the greatest of trials and tribulations ever 
recorded in the annals of Islamic history. In every era of Islam, 
commencing from the golden era of Sahaabah until this day and 
age, the Ulama of the Ummah explained the great sacrifices 
which the Sahaabah, Taabi’een and the luminaries of Islam made 
for Deen. Among these sacrifices was the selfless sacrifice of 
Hazrat Husain and the Ahle Bayt at Karbala. The Ulama of 

the Ummah therefore explained the incident of Karbala with the 
primary aim of differentiating and distinguishing between the 
jamaat of haqq (group on the truth) and the jamaat of baatil 
(group on falsehood). 
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In this battle, Hazrat Husain i&Sftggj, the beloved grandson of 
Rasulullah the Ahle Bayt (the blessed family of 

Rasulullah and his companions were brutally 

massacred and ruthlessly killed. They were the illustrious 
Sahaabah of Rasulullah and through oppressing them 

one could only invite the divine curse and wrath of Allah Ta’ala 
on himself. Over and above their being Sahaabah, the fact that 
they were from the blessed family of Nabi only 

intensified the crime in its severity and heinousness. 

Though the incident of Karbala was most tragic and heart¬ 
breaking, Islam commands us, as Muslims, to maintain justice 
when dealing with this incident and other incidents of a similar 
nature. Islam strongly disapproves and completely condemns 
adopting the path of extremism in any matter. Hence we should 
neither adopt the path of the Shias nor the path of the 
Khawaarij, as both these deviant sects have gone to either 
extreme in dealing with the situation. 

As far as the Shias are concerned, they surpass the limits of 
justice and moderation in extolling a few individuals of the Ahle 
Bayt while blatantly disregarding the rest. They regard these few 
individuals as their Imaams and afford them positions and 
statuses even higher than that of Ambiyaa pjOhgfe. This baseless 
belief and biased behaviour has caused them to ignore the great 
sacrifices made by the illustrious Sahaabah of Rasulullah 
and other personalities from the family of Rasulullah 
such as the martyrdom of Hazrat Hamzah AUbbb, 
Hazrat Jafar Tayyaar Hazrat Bilaal i&tjjfggj, Hazrat 

Sumayyah Hazrat Umar iAhhA, Hazrat Uthmaan iUhbb 
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and others. Hence we find the Shias mourning the death of 
Hazrat Husain on the tenth of Muharram every year. 

Similarly, the attitude and mindset which they adopt regarding 
the Sahaabah is one of abuse and insult. They revile the 
Sahaabah and create the false impression in the minds of the 
masses that they were the cause of the death of Hazrat Husain 
iThey also hurl abuse against Hazrat Mu’aawiyah iTihsb 
and defame him as he was the one who had appointed his son, 
Yazeed, as the khaleefah after him. 

On the other hand, we find that the path which the 
Khawaarij adopted is also a path of extremism. They regard 
Hazrat Husain’s seeking the khilaafat to be incorrect and 

impermissible, claiming that he was rebelling against the 
appointed khaleefah of the time. They in actual fact turned the 
entire situation around and reduced Hazrat Husain’s noble 
mission of upholding Deen to nothing but a political struggle 
which occurred between two parties, both fighting for 
dominance and leadership. As such, they argue saying, “How 
could Hazrat Husain rise against the khaleefah of the time 
and oppose him? Such rebellion and defiance from Hazrat Husain 
and the Ahle Bayt could have only warranted the response 
they received through the army of Yazeed. It was thus 
permissible for Yazeed and his army to deal with this rebelling 
jamaat in the manner which they did as Hazrat Husain and 
his group wrongfully rose against the khaleefah of the time.” 

In adopting this stance, the Khawaarij have severed their 
allegiance to Rasulullah and his blessed family and 

broken away from the jamaat of the Sahaabah jThey 
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degraded the position of Hazrat Husain and viewed him as 
an ordinary believer or rather, a politician. They ignored the fact 
that he is a Sahaabi and the beloved grandson of Rasulullah 
Regarding Hazrat Hasan and Husain 

Rasulullah said, “They are both my fragrant flowers 

whom I dearly love.” 1 Nabi had given the Ummah the 

glad tidings that Hazrat Hasan and Hazrat Husain 

will be the leaders of the youth in Jannah. 2 Similarly, Rasulullah 
in his Mubaarak lifetime, prophesized that his beloved 
grandson, Hazrat Husain would be ruthlessly massacred 

and killed unjustly by his Ummah. 3 

Through the Khawaarij holding the view that Hazrat Husain 
was on baatil and Yazeed was on haqq, they have broken 
away from the Ummah and adopted the path of extremism. 

On the contrary, the path adopted by the Ahlus Sunnah wal 
Jamaa’ah is the path of justice and moderation. This was the very 
path that the Sahaabah had treaded upon in dealing with 

the situation of Karbala and other similar incidents. We show our 
allegiance to Hazrat Husain as he was the beloved 

grandson of Rasulullah However, we do not surpass 

the limits in our love for Hazrat Husain iAibsA and the Ahle Bayt 
by running down Hazrat Mu’aawiyah or the other 

Sahaabah Just as we love Hazrat Husain and have 

our allegiance to him as he was a Sahaabi and the beloved 
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grandson of Rasulullah we similarly love Hazrat 

Mu’aawiyah !&£$££ and have our allegiance to him as he was a 
Sahaabi and the brother in-law of Rasulullah p. Nabi 

married his sister Hazrat Ummu Habeebah the 

mother of the Ummah. We acknowledge the high and esteemed 
position of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah in Deen and the special dua 

that Rasulullah made for him. Nabi said, “0 

Allah! Make Mu’aawiyah a guide for the Ummah and keep him on 
the path of guidance.” 1 Hazrat Mu’aawiyah appointed his 

son, Yazeed, as khaleefah after him with the hope that he will 
lead the Ummah correctly. He was neither aware of the sins that 
his son was involved in during his lifetime nor did he have 
knowledge of the evils and wrongs that his son would commit in 
the future. 2 Hence he cannot be held answerable and considered 
blameworthy for the problems that transpired after his demise. 

When the topic of Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah and his wrongs 
are discussed, people generally confine the discussion to the 
battle of Karbala. Many try to exonerate him of blame and prove 
his innocence by presenting the lame argument that he was 
neither present at the battlefield of Karbala nor did he issue any 
command to kill Hazrat Husain and the Ahle Bayt. Rather, 

it was his governor appointed over Kufah, Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad, 
who was responsible for the gruesome killing and ruthless 
massacre. However, after examining the biography of Yazeed, 
from the time he claimed the khilaafat until the end of his life. 
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one will realize that there is much more to this personality than 
just Karbala. One will find that Karbala aside, he was also 
responsible for the killing of thousands - among whom were 
Sahaabah and Taabi’een - during the three year eight month 
period of his khilaafat. 

In the year 63 A.H. the Sahaabah and Taabi’een 

broke their pledge to Yazeed and turned against him. When 
Yazeed learnt of the Sahaabah and Taab’ieen breaking their 
pledge of allegiance to him, he became enraged and dispatched 
an army of twelve thousand soldiers under the command of 
Muslim bin Uqbah to march into Madeenah Munawwarah and 
punish those who had turned against him. 1 The extent of 
bloodshed and killing in the Mubaarak city of Rasulullah 
was such that many wives of the Sahaabah and 

Taabi’een were widowed and their children orphaned. 

Certain reports have even set the number of women who were 
raped and impregnated by the army of Yazeed at one thousand. 2 
When the army of Yazeed returned to Shaam, Yazeed was 
pleased with the news of their victory. Similarly, he was 
delighted when he learnt of the cruel manner in which they 
treated the people of Madeenah Munawwarah and the 
punishment they meted out to them. Such was his pleasure that 
he granted the leaders of this army positions close to himself. 3 


y oo/\ t \ij ' 

YVl/l i A • /Y (jJjjJt V 

s-iijJt uij r 


6 



After defeating the people of Madeenah Munawwarah, Yazeed 
issued the command for his army to wage war against Makkah 
Mukarramah and fight the army of Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 
Yazeed blatantly ignored all the Ahaadeeth in which Nabi 
prohibited fighting in the precincts of the Haram and 
still commanded his army to fight in Makkah Mukarramah. 1 

When Yazeed had written to his governor, Ubaidullah bin 
Ziyaad (the one responsible for the killing of Hazrat Husain 
at Karbala on behalf of Yazeed), commanding him to go to 
Makkah Mukarramah and lay siege to Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 
Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad refused and said, “By Allah! I will 
never carry out both evil acts for this faasiq! How can I both kill 
the grandson of Rasulullah and wage war on the 

Ka’bah for him?” 2 

The news of the death of Yazeed reached Makkah 
Mukarramah on the 10 th of Rabeeul Awwal in the year 64 A.H. 
while his army was fighting against the Sahaabah and 

Taabi’een of Makkah Mukarramah. Due to the news of 

Yazeed’s demise, the army of Yazeed was forced to retreat with 
failure. 

This treatise has been prepared to explain the incidents and 
events that occurred during the reign of Yazeed as well as to 
reveal the mainstream view of the Sahaabah Taabi’een 

4^4*; and the luminaries of the various eras of Islam regarding 
Yazeed. 
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May Allah Ta’ala reward the author, Moulana Zakariyya Makada 
Saheb who has prepared this treatise and may Allah Ta’ala accept 
this effort and make it a means of benefit for the Ummah. 


(Hazrat Mufti) Ebrahim Salejee 
Principal of Madrasah Ta’leemuddeen 
(isipingo Beach - South Africa) 
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Introduction 

All praise is due to Allah Ta’ala, the Master of the universe, and 
may His choicest blessings and peace descend upon His slave and 
messenger, the seal of prophethood, Sayyiduna Muhammad 
iijp, his beloved family, his illustrious companions and 
upon all those who tread upon the path of guidance until the Day 
of Judgment. Aameen. 

In every era of Islam, commencing from the golden era of 
Rasulullah until the end of the era of the Khulafaa-e- 

Raashideen, and continuing from their era right up to this day 
and age, throughout the centuries of Islam, there has always 
been a select group of Allah Ta’ala’s servants who upheld the 
banner of Islam. They strove tirelessly for the cause of Deen, and 
fought selflessly in order to establish the command of Allah 
Ta’ala. They were prepared to undergo every form of sacrifice for 
the cause of Deen to the extent that they were even prepared to 
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lay down their lives if necessary. One such oustanding individual 
of this select group was the dear and beloved grandson of 
Rasulullah Hazrat Husain 

At a time when corruption was rife and fitnah widespread, 
when the servants of Allah Ta’ala were being oppressed and the 
Mubaarak Sunnah of Rasulullah 'fcj ^uijp was being obliterated, 
Hazrat Husain rose against the superpower of the time 

and the forces of baatil. Despite knowing full well that his life 
and the lives of his family and companions were in imminent 
danger, he continued to struggle for the cause of haqq. 

The mission of Hazrat Husain was one of establishing 

justice, removing tyranny, upholding the Sharee’ah and 
eliminating bid’ah. In a letter addressed to the people of Basrah 
he wrote: 


fvShjk! OU 
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“I invite you to uphold the Kitaab of Allah and the Sunnah of Rasulullah 
for verily the Sunnah has been obliterated and innovations 
have been initiated and introduced. Listen to what I say to you and obey 
my instruction. If you do this, I will be able to guide you towards the 

path of guidance.” 

It was hence with this intention and goal that he set out for 
Kufah. Unfortunately, the heart-breaking moments thereafter 
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ensued where he and his family, the Ahle Bayt, encountered the 
army of Yazeed who mercilessly and ruthlessly massacred them 
before their women and children at Karbala. 

The killing of Hazrat Husain ilAhfe; and the Ahle Bayt at 
Karbala and the events that had followed regarding the killing at 
Harrah and Makkah Mukarramah during the reign of Yazeed, 
wherein thousands of Sahaabah $£c$js?j and Taabi’een a&m&j were 
ruthlessly massacred and brutally killed, were among the 
greatest tragedies that have been recorded in the annals of Islam. 

The luminaries of Islam, throughout the centuries, from the 
era of the Sahaabah j&ZjSJgS and Taabi’een condemned the 

evils and wrongs of Yazeed and regarded him a faasiq (an open 
sinner). After his demise, his pious and just son, Hazrat 
Mu’aawiyah bin Yazeed, addressed the people who appointed 
him as khaleefah after his father and said: 

“As far as my father, Yazeed, is concerned, you are all aware 
of the injustice and atrocities for which he is responsible 
regarding the killing of Hazrat Husain and the Ahle Bayt. 

You are similarly well aware of the bloodshed that he caused in 
Madeenah Tayyibah and Makkah Mukarramah, where thousands, 
among whom were the Sahaabah and Taabi’een, were brutally 
massacred. As for myself, I do not wish to tread in the footsteps 
of my father. Hence I decline to accept this office of khilaafat on 
account of the fear that I may also fall into the same sins as my 
father.” 1 
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During the reign of Hazrat Umar bin Abdul Azeez a person 

in his presence spoke highly of Yazeed and referred to him using 
the title “Ameerul Mu’mineen”. Hazrat Umar bin Abdul Azeez 
MXhj was greatly disturbed by this and immediately commanded 
that the man be meted twenty lashes. He then explained 
regarding Yazeed: “Such a person is not fit to be called by the 
title ‘Ameerul Mu’mineen’.” 1 

When this was the opinion of Yazeed’s son and Hazrat Umar 
bin Abdul Azeez regarding Yazeed - both of whom were 

from the Banu Umayyah dynasty, the family of Yazeed - then 
what doubt can one have regarding his condition? It is an 
accepted fact that people within the home generally have more 
information regarding the affairs of the people of the home. 

Furthermore, from among the four Imaams of Fiqh, the 
statements of Hazrat Imaam Abu Haneefah SjffiCfcJ, Hazrat Imaam 
Maalik and Hazrat Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal are 

recorded wherein they condemned the evils and wrongs of 
Yazeed. It should be borne in mind that these great A’immah 
lived in an era which was closest to the era of the Sahaabah. The 
information that reached them was thus far more reliable and 
authentic than the information one will be able to source out in 
this day and age. The view they adopted in any issue conformed 
to the view of the Sahaabah jfepJoJgS and Taabi’een One can 

therefore safely say that their view was the mainstream view of 
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the Ummah. Added to this is the fact that the Ulama and 
luminaries of Deen, througout the ages, held the very same view. 

This treatise has been prepared based on a question that was 
received. The aim of this treatise is to explain the incidents and 
events that occurred during the reign of Yazeed as well as to 
reveal the mainstream view of the Sahaabah Taabi’een 

and the luminaries of the various eras of Islam regarding 
Yazeed. We make dua that Allah Ta’ala accept this humble effort 
and make it a means of guiding the Ummah to the straight path. 
Aameen. 
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Question 

I recently heard a lecture about Yazeed in which the following 
points were mentioned: 

• Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah was a pious and upright believer. 
Those who say that he was a faasiq (open sinner) have erred 
greatly. 

• The negative aspects that have been reported in history 
regarding Yazeed are mainly propaganda of the Shias. 

• We should not criticize and speak out against Yazeed because 

he was neither guilty of killing Hazrat Husain at 

Karbala nor was he guilty of the crimes that are attributed to 
him. 

• It is reported that Rasulullah gave glad tidings of 

forgiveness to the second navy of Islam which was 
dispatched to Constantinople. Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah was 
also present in that navy. Hence, based on this Hadeeth, 
Yazeed is also included in the glad tiding of forgivness given 
by Rasulullah 

I was always of the understanding that Yazeed was responsible 
for the killing of Hazrat Husain and the Ahle Bayt (the 

family of Rasulullah p) at Karbala as well as the killings 

that took place in Madeenah Munawwarah and Makkah 
Mukarramah. This lecture has put me into great confusion. Could 
you please clarify this issue and inform me of the correct view? 
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Answer 



Questions pertaining to this topic have been arriving for quite 
some time. However, it was always deemed unnecessary to delve 
into this discussion. The reason for not wishing to delve into it is 
that the discussion of whether Yazeed was a Muslim or kaafir is 
neither one related to our beliefs nor our actions. Neither our 
Imaan nor our Deeni actions depend on it. Hence, this type of 
discussion will not benefit one in his Deen or Dunya. 

A similar question was once posed to Faqeehul Ummah, 
Hazrat Mufti Mahmood Hasan Gangohi Sj ifej. Due to the 
insistence of the person who posed the question, and perhaps to 
clear unnecessary confusion which could start spreading, Hazrat 
Mufti Saheb replied to the question. His opening paragraph, 
though, is very pertinent. He writes: 

“The discussion of whether Yazeed was a Muslim or kaafir is 
neither one related to our beliefs nor our actions i.e. neither our 
Imaan nor our Deeni actions depend on it. Delving into this 
discussion is a waste of valuable time. The time we are blessed 
with from the side of Allah Ta’ala is an invaluable asset. To waste 
it and spend it in the pursuit of things that do not concern us (do 
not benefit us in the Dunya and the Aakhirah) is the height of 
ingratitude. Time cannot be recovered once lost and the 
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consequence of wasting time is very severe.” (Fataawa 
Mahmoodiyyah 6/521) 

From the abovementioned excerpt of the fatwa of Faqeehul 
Ummah, Hazrat Mufti Mahmood Hasan Gangohi we 

understand that delving into this type of discussion and 
presenting it in public forums and venues is an effort which will 
not bring any good. Rather, it will create unnecessary doubts and 
confusion in the hearts of the masses. It is therefore unfortunate 
that this futile discussion is once again consuming the time and 
attention of the people. 

However, since this has led to confusion spreading, it is now 
necessary to address the issue so that the haqq becomes clear to 
one and all. Through this answer, our aim is to clarify who was 
the cause for the killing of Hazrat Husain £and the Ahle 
Bayt at Karbala and who were the people responsible for the 
killing at Harrah (a place outside Madeenah Munawwarah) and 
in the Haram of Makkah Mukarramah where thousands of lives 
were taken - among which were Sahaabah jTaabi’een and 
Tab’-e-Taabi’een • 

The details pertaining to the topic of the killing of Hazrat 
Husain and the Ahle Bayt at Karbala and the events which 

followed during the reign of Yazeed have been discussed at 
length by the Muhadditheen, Fuqahaa, and pious predecessors of 
the past. We will outline the views of the Sahaabah, Taabi’een, 
Tab’e Taabi’een and Aslaaf (pious predecessors) as well as the 
views of some Akaabir (seniors) of the recent past so that the 
mainstream view of the Ummah throughout the ages of Islam 
becomes clear to the reader. Holding onto the views of the 
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overwhelming majority of Ulama and experts in any contentious 
issue is always the safest route. We will therefore confine 
ourselves to quoting their views. 


A Fundamental Principle 

At the outset, it is essential that a fundamental principle be 
clearly understood. 

It is a unanimously accepted principle that in order for one to 
obtain guidance and arrive at the correct conclusion in any issue, 
one will have to refer to the experts and authorities of that field. 
If the issue relates to Fiqh, one will refer to the Fuqahaa (jurists) 
of his mazhab and will be obliged to follow their ruling as they 
are the experts in Fiqh. Hence, it will be unacceptable for him to 
follow the verdicts of the Muhadditheen in that issue (i.e. those 
Muhadditheen whose field is mainly Hadeeth) as they are not the 
authority in this field. Likewise, if the issue relates to Hadeeth, 
one will refer to the verdicts of the Muhadditheen as this issue 
falls within their jurisdiction. If one has to quote the statements 
of a Faqeeh (who is not an expert Muhaddith as well) in the 
arena of the Muhadditheen, his argument will be dismissed on 
the basis that the experts of this field do not recognise it. 
Accordingly, when any information relating to any science of 
Deen is received, it will have to first be referred to the experts of 
that respective field in order for its reliability and credibility to 
be ascertained. 
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People tend to fall into confusion and misunderstandings due to 
referring to unreliable or unauthentic sources. With regard to 
historical accounts and details, the first three eras of Islam were 
treated with extreme caution as they were the eras upon which 
the very structures of Deen rested. Hence special care was taken 
to ensure that the knowledge of Quraan and Hadeeth, as well as 
the various sciences relating to it, be preserved. Any information 
concerning the Sahaabah or any report specifically 

relating to the first three eras of Islam was thoroughly 
scrutinized and x-rayed before it could be accepted and relied 
upon. 

The scholars of Deen did not confine their efforts to 
preserving the knowledge of Deen (i.e. the Quraan and 
Ahaadeeth) alone. Instead, they even went to the extent of 
throughly examining the life of every narrator responsible for 
narrating the Ahaadeeth of Rasulullah In this way, the 

Muhadditheen painstakingly preserved the profiles of thousands 
of narrators. If this was the level of caution they exercised when 
dealing with an ordinary narrator appearing in the chain of 
narrators who was responsible for narrating a few Ahaadeeth, 
one can well imagine the level of caution and care they would 
have exercised in regard to recording the important events that 
occurred during the first three eras of Islam - especially events 
pertaining to infamous personalities such as Yazeed! 

Implying and giving the impression that the information 
regarding Yazeed (or the incident that took place at Karbala 
regarding the killing of Hazrat Husain was factually 

wrong, or that all the information regarding these incidents was 
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transmitted through Shias alone is incorrect. The Muhadditheen 
and the scholars of Deen went to great lengths to present the 
profile of Yazeed and thus reveal his true position. 

At the very outset, it should be borne in mind that every field 
has its principles and rules that have to be adhered to. Hence, 
when referring to issues pertaining to Aqaaid (beliefs) and 
Ahkaam (laws and injunctions), one will require sound 
narrations of the highest authenticity. However, in regard to 
narrations of taareekh (history), one will not require the same 
level of reliability that is required to prove Aqaaid or Ahkaam. 
Nevertheless, even in this field, one will need to refer to the 
statements of those personalities and historians who are 
recognised as authorities of the field. Furthermore, if one finds 
that the opinions and statements of Sahaabah, Taabi’een, 
Imaams and the recognised Ulama of the Deen who lived in that 
era or who were close to that era conform to the historical 
narrations reported, then this is a proof that the historical 
narrations are reliable and acceptable. 

The discussion that will follow will - insha Allah - reveal the 
true facts about Yazeed. However, in order to get a clear 
understanding of the issue in question, the discussion will be 
divided into the following sections: 

• A few pertinent historical events that occurred in the 
Islamic world before the appointment of Yazeed. 

• A few pertinent historical events that occurred in the 
Islamic world after the appointment of Yazeed. 

• The incident of Karbala and the events that led to it. 
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• The brutal killings and massacre of Sahaabah and 

Taabi’een at Harrah and Makkah Mukarramah. 

• The views of the Sahaabah, Taabi’een and luminaries of 
the different eras of Islam regarding the true position of 
Yazeed in Deen. 

• The Hadeeth of Constantinople. 

• The view of the Ulama in regard to cursing Yazeed. 
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Chapter 1 - Historical Events 
Before the Appointment of 
Yazeed 


The Demise of Hazrat Ali 

After the assassination of Hazrat Ali by the Khawaarij (a 

deviated sect) in the 39 th year after Hijrah, his son, Hazrat Hasan 
i took the reins of khilaafat. Six months later, in order to 
create peace among the Muslims, Hazrat Hasan handed 

the khilaafat over to Hazrat Mu’aawiyah When handing 

over the khilaafat, they had both agreed that Hazrat Hasan !&£$££ 
would succeed Hazrat Mu’aawiyah as khaleefah after his 

demise. However, Hazrat Hasan passed away during the 

khilaafat of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah and the agreement of 

succession had thus fallen away. 

After the demise of Hazrat Hasan Hazrat Mugheerah 

bin Shu’bah on one occasion, suggested to Hazrat 

Mu’aawiyah that he appoint his son, Yazeed, as khaleefah 

after him. Hazrat Mu’aawiyah viewing the impressive 

achievements of Yazeed and the numerous occasions on which 
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he had proven his intelligence and capability to lead the army 
during warfare, considered him capable for managing the affairs 
of the khilaafat. 1 


Hazrat Mu’aawiyah il Calling the 
People to Pledge Allegiance 

Ten years prior to his demise, in the 50 th year after Hijrah, Hazrat 
Mu’aawiyah called the people of Shaam to pledge 

allegiance that they would accept his son, Yazeed, as the 
khaleefah after him. Hazrat Mu’aawiyah was the first 

person to appoint his son as khaleefah after him and also the 
first person to select the next khaleefah while still in good 
health. Hazrat Mu’aawiyah thereafter wrote to Marwaan, 

the governor of Madeenah Munawwarah, instructing him to take 
the pledges of the people (for the khilaafat of Yazeed after his 
demise). Marwaan therefore delivered a sermon while he was 
appointed over Hijaaz by Hazrat Mu’aawiyah and said, 
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“Verily Allah Ta’ala has shown Ameerul Mu’mineen, Hair at 
Mu’aawiyah Z£gfg£, the great potential of his son, Yazeed, and hence he 
has intended to appoint him as the khaleefah after him following the 
way of Hair at Abu Bakr and Hair at Umar&f$&." On hearing 

this, Hazrat Abdur Rahmaan bin Abi Bakr Siddeeq (the son ofHazrat 
Abu Bakr Siddeeq stood up and objected saying, “This is not the 

way ofHazrat Abu Bakr Siddeeq and Hazrat Umar 
Rather it is the way of Hercules and the way of Caesar. ’’ 

Hazrat Abdur Rahmaan explained to Marwaan: “You are 

taking pledges of allegiance from the people to accept Yazeed as 
khaleefah after the demise of his father and attributing this to 
Hazrat Abu Bakr and Hazrat Umar whereas Hazrat 

Abu Bakr iYihsU and Hazrat Umar neither appointed a 

khaleefah from their children nor from the rest of their family.” 2 
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Hazrat Mu’aawiyah Instructing 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar to 

Pledge Allegiance 

Hazrat Mu’aawiyah performed Hajj in the 51 st year after 

Hijrah and took the pledges of allegiance for the khilaafat of his 
son, Yazeed. He then sent for Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar 
When Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar arrived, Hazrat 

Mu’aawiyah recited the shahaadah and thereafter said: 

dUU- U-J CL~«j jl Y dhl C-aS""dhl j*s- L> 

£.Lu! viiJLd l)IS" 4jl$ a*j L«i ! Jli aJLp j a\)I j^>-p 

j^^SsJ j dhd <3 c~>lj U a^jLjI <3 jvJi di-id <j~J 

^LakI I^o-Lp d^-k—-^ii bjU>-1 

“0 /bnu Umar/ You would tell me that you do not like to spend even a 
single dark night without having a leader to follow. (I therefore ask you 
to pledge allegiance to my son after my demise and) I caution you 
regarding sowing discord among the Muslims!” Hazrat Abdullah bin 
Umar praised Allah and then replied saying , “There were many 
khaleefahs before you who had sons. Your son is not better than their 
sons yet they did not see in their sons what you see in your son and they 
chose (a khaleefah) for the Muslims from people they knew to be good. ” 




\ 
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From the response of Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar it is 

clearly understood that Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar did not 

see the level of piety and righteousness in Yazeed as was seen in 
the khulafaa before him or the Sahaabah present at that 

time. If he had seen Yazeed to be a man of great piety and 
righteousness, he would have overlooked the fact that Yazeed 
was not a Sahaabi and would have readily accepted him as 
khaleefah. However, Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar’s 
objecting in this manner shows that he himself did not regard 
Yazeed to be fit for khilaafat - more so when there were many 
other great Sahaabah present at that time. 

Apart from Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar not wishing to 

pledge allegiance to Yazeed during the life of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah 
there were also other Sahaabah who refused to 

pledge allegiance to Yazeed. Among them were Hazrat Husain 
Hazrat Abdur Rahmaan bin Abi Bakr Siddeeq 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair and Hazrat Abdullah bin 

Abbaas 

Among the reasons they gave for not wishing to pledge 
allegiance to Yazeed was that many considered Yazeed an 
unsuitable candidate for the post of khilaafat. Furthermore, the 
appointment of a son to the post of his father was not in 
conformity to the way of Islam. 
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Why did Hazrat Mu’aawiyah 
Wish to Appoint his Son Yazeed as 
Khaleefah After Him? 

Hazrat Mu’aawiyah was an illustrious Sahaabi of 

Rasulullah and one of the rightly guided khulafaa of 

this Ummah after the era of the Khulafaa-e-Raashideen. He 
served Rasulullah with full dedication and devotion 

during his Mubaarak lifetime and was among the select few who 
enjoyed the privilege of recording the wahi of the Quraan. He 
was the brother in-law of Rasulullah as Rasulullah 

had married his sister; Hazrat Ummu Habeebah 
=>, the mother of the Ummah. Apart from this, he received 
the special dua of Rasulullah where Rasulullah 

supplicated for him saying: 
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“0 Allah! Make Mu’aawiyah a guide for the Ummah and keep him firm 

on guidance.” 

Rasulullah in his Mubaarak Ahaadeeth, had also 

prophesized that he will lead the Ummah. 2 
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With all the above to his credit, one can never imagine that his 
decision to appoint his son as khaleefah after him was based on 
wrong intentions and incorrect motives. Rather, viewing the 
extraordinary capability of his son, Yazeed, in warfare, he felt 
that he possessed the capability and potential to manage the 
office of khilaafat and to lead the Ummah. However, he was 
unaware of the evil habits of Yazeed and the wrongs he was 
involved in due to him committing the wrongs in private. It was 
only later on, after the demise of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah that 

the true colours of Yazeed surfaced. Hence, Hazrat Mu’aawiyah 
i will certainly be excused for the error in his judgment. 
The proof of this could be gauged from the dua he made to Allah 
Ta’ala regarding his nomination of Yazeed. Allaamah Ibnu 
Katheer narrates: 
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Hazrat Mu’aawiyah once made the following dua in his khutbah: 
“0 Allah! If you know that I appointed Yazeed as I see him to be capable 
and worthy of the position then completely grant him the position to 
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which I have appointed him, and if you know that I appointed him out of 
love for him then do not grant him the position.” 


Why Were the Senior Sahaabah 
Reluctant to Pledge Allegiance to 
Yazeed? 

On the other hand, the reluctance of the senior Sahaabah of 
Rasulullah who did not wish to pledge allegiance to 

Yazeed in the lifetime of his father or later on, was due to them 
not finding the level of piety and righteousness within him as 
was seen in the lives of the previous khulafaa and the Sahaabah 
who were present at that time. These Sahaabah 
felt that Yazeed was unworthy and incapable of managing the 
affairs of khilaafat. Appointing an unworthy person to the post of 
khilaafat would lead to corruption and fitnah spreading in the 
Ummah. If they were to pledge allegiance to him despite them 
knowing that he was unworthy for the post of khilaafat, they 
would be held accountable in the court of Allah Ta’ala. They 
therefore desisted from pledging allegiance to him. Their fears 
became a reality before the world when Yazeed became 
responsible for the killing of thousands at Harrah and in the 
sacred Haram of Makkah Mukarramah (the details of which will 
be mentioned later on). 
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Chapter 2 - Historical Events 
After the Appointment of 
Yazeed 

Yazeed Claiming Khilaafat 

Hazrat Mu’aawiyah passed away in the 60 th year after 

Hijrah at the age of 78. After his demise, Yazeed claimed khilaafat 
and began forcing the people to pledge allegiance to him. Yazeed 
feared that if Hazrat Husain and Hazrat Abdullah bin 

Zubair were to refuse to pledge allegiance to him, then 

others would also refuse to pledge allegiance as they were 
regarded as the seniors of the Ummah. He thus sent a small 
letter, which was the size of a rat’s ear, to the governor of 
Madeenah Munawwarah with the following instruction: 
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“Immediately seize Hazrat Husain Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar 

] ^juy=j and Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair subjecting them to 

severity and roughness, without any consideration, until they are forced 

to pledge allegiance.” 


The Governor of Madeenah 
Munawwarah Receiving the Letter of 
Yazeed 

When the governor of Madeenah Munawwarah received the 
letter of Yazeed, he sent a messenger to summon Hazrat 
Abdullah bin Zubair and Hazrat Husain who were 

both, at that time, in the Musjid. When they realised that Hazrat 
Mu’aawiyah had passed away and they were being 

summoned so that they would be forced to pledge allegiance at 
the hands of Yazeed, they fled to Makkah Mukarramah. Hazrat 
Abdullah bin Umar and Hazrat Abdullah bin Abbaas 

t&AjjjyA were in Makkah Mukarramah at that time and were 
unaware of the demise of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah Unaware of 

what had transpired, they departed from Makkah Mukarramah 
returning to Madeenah Munawwarah. En route to Madeenah 
Munawwarah, they met Hazrat Husain and Hazrat 
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Abdullah bin Zubair from whom they enquired regarding 

the condition of the people in Madeenah Munawwarah. Hazrat 
Husain and Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair informed 

them that Hazrat Mu’aawiyah had passed away and that 

the governor of Madeenah Munawwarah was taking pledges of 
allegiance from the people for Yazeed. They both expressed their 
disapproval of pledging allegiance to Yazeed and on account of 
their unwillingness to take the pledge, they were forced to leave 
Madeenah Munawwarah in order to take sanctuary in the Haram 
as they feared for their lives. Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar 
immediately responded saying: 


l jy lYj aJJI LJijI 

“I caution you both against doing any action through which you become 
the cause for creating discord among the Muslims.” 

When Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar reached Madeenah 

Munawwarah, the governor sent a message to him instructing 
him to pledge allegiance at the hands of Yazeed. Hazrat Abdullah 
bin Umar refused to pledge allegiance and said: 

T Jo jvh I SI 

“When all the people have pledged allegiance and only I remain, then I 
will pledge allegiance.” 
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Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar 
Cautioning Hazrat Husain and 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar was a Sahaabi who was 

renowned for exercising extreme caution in matters that could 
lead to fitnah. Hence his cautioning Hazrat Husain and 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair in this way was not on 

account of him being pleased with Yazeed; rather it was due to 
the fear that fitnah would break out in the Ummah. The proof for 
this is that when Yazeed became the khaleefah, Hazrat Abdullah 
bin Umar made the following statement: 

' UIjlS" d)lj IjO 1 jir 

“If he is righteous, we will he grateful and if he is a trial, we will be 

patient.” 

A further proof to establish that Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar 
was not pleased with Yazeed is that upon him reaching 
Madeenah Munawwarah, when the governor of Madeenah 
Munawwarah approached him on behalf of Yazeed to pledge 
allegiance, he refused and said, “When all the people have 
pledged allegiance and only I remain, then I will pledge 
allegiance.” Had he been wholeheartedly pleased with Yazeed, 
there would have been no reason for him to decline at the first 
instance, though he and Hazrat Abdullah bin Abbaas both 
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later pledged allegiance to Yazeed after seeing the people 
pledging allegiance to him and realizing that they could not 
defeat him. 


Yazeed Dispatching his Troops to 
Makkah Mukarramah against Hazrat 
Abdullah bin Zubair 

Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah then dismissed the governor of 
Madeenah Munawwarah, Waleed bin Utbah, as he was too 
lenient with the people, and replaced him with the governor of 
Makkah Mukarramah, Amr bin Sa’eed bin Aas. When Amr came 
to Madeenah Munawwarah, he appointed Amr bin Zubair, the 
brother of Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair as head of the 

police force. In his new role as head of the police force, Amr bin 
Zubair immediately began to persecute and lash all the 
supporters of Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair so that they 

would pledge allegiance to Yazeed. Such was the extent of his 
persecution that he even lashed his own brother, Munzir bin 
Zubair, as well as other eminent and notable personalities of 
Madeenah Munawwarah. 

Yazeed then wrote to Amr bin Sa’eed, instructing him to 
prepare an army to go to Makkah Mukarramah and deal with 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 

Yazeed, in his instructions, insisted that Hazrat Abdullah bin 
Zubair was not to be spared - even if he offered to pledge 
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allegiance to Yazeed - and that he was, at all costs, to be chained 
and dragged in person before Yazeed. 1 

Hishaam bin Urwah narrates the following from his father: 
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Yazeed wrote to Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair saying, “I have sent 
a chain of silver, fetters of gold and shackles of silver to you and I have 
sworn an oath that you will definitely be brought to me bound in them 
(the chain, fetters and shackles).” After receiving and reading the letter, 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair threw it down and said, “I will not 

relent to the extent of even a fingertip for that which is against haqq 
until the hard stone becomes soft under the molar of the person chewing 
it.” (i.e. since this is not possible, I will never surrender to Yazeed.) 

Yazeed also personally appointed Amr bin Zubair as the head of 
this army. Amr bin Zubair, out of his hatred for his brother, 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair had specifically requested to 

be appointed to this position saying, “You will not find anybody 
who will be more destructive against him than myself.” 


)o)/a yjJi c oo-o./t <£,01 £3 < irrv ^ <. u. Ar ^ ' 

d ^ oAL. irrv pij T 


34 



On learning of Yazeed’s intention to have an army march on 
Makkah Mukarramah, Hazrat Abu Shuraih Khuzaa’i a 

Sahaabi of Rasulullah came to Amr bin Sa’eed and 

objected. He quoted the Hadeeth of Rasulullah in 

which he had mentioned: 


01 y^YI Allb yjj ij Alii L b*j>- dSb* 01 

Alii Ail! (J\jcaJ l _y >-y A?-1 jU \j£ Xviiu 'jj Lo lA 

L^J J, Oil lilj Oil; iy Oil AS dill 01 : I^Jjii l$J yip 
t_Jl*Jl AaLaJI !-> ^Jl a-oIp fi j\J> apL* 


“It is Allah who made Makkah Mukarramah a sanctuary, not people. It 
is thus not permissible for any person who has Imaan in Allah and the 
last day to either shed blood in Makkah Mukarramah or cut its trees. If 
anybody attempts to justify fighting in Makkah Mukarramah by 
mentioning that Rasulullah himself had fought in Makkah 

Mukarramah, then tell him, Allah had permitted it for His Rasool, not 
for you. Allah had only permitted me to fight in Makkah Mukarramah 
for a short period of the day. Its sanctity has thus today returned as it 
was yesterday. All present should convey this to those who are absent.’” 


^ C)Aj\ ; A J . Jy**^ AjI j.£> ^P 

!4j ^ia]I cjj» _k*Jl a3p ^ 

ij' y^^^ aW \j i jy a ji IS lA)}! Aoi \ J\i ^ a3p Alii 

ij| 1^3 A-lp ^ ® y^-A^ Lo U 

^31 -•’oLp ^ apL^ ^ Oo\j aJ^^jJ Ool ~l5 am! 

*)}j Lw^Lp -L*j b' b ^_LpI Ul ; Jli ^y*-^ (JXi L« ^.y* iSy 3l*Jl 
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After Hazrat Abu Shuraih explained this to the governor, 

Amr bin Sa’eed, somebody came to him and asked, “How did Amr 
bin Sa’eed respond?” Hazrat Abu Shuraih replied that Amr 
bin Sa’eed had retorted saying, “0 Abu Shuraih! I know more 
than you regarding this! The Haram does not grant sanctuary to 
a person who is disobedient, or fleeing due to killing someone, or 
fleeing due to being involved in theft.” 

Marwaan bin Hakam also approached Amr bin Sa’eed and 
objected to him carrying out this instruction of Yazeed as this 
was violating the sanctity of the Haram. His objection, however, 
fell on deaf ears as Amr bin Zubair turned and retorted, “By 
Allah! Against the objections of all displeased, we will definitely 
wage war against him (i.e. Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair - 

even if he is within the Ka’bah itself!” 

The army of Amr bin Zubair then marched on Makkah 
Mukarramah in order to carry out their sinister mission and 
eventually battled the army of Makkah Mukarramah. However, 
Allah Ta’ala protected the army of Makkah Mukarramah and the 
army of Amr bin Zubair was defeated. 1 

At the time of the demise of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah 
Yazeed was only 34 years of age. Despite him knowing full well 
that he was not a Sahaabi and he was in the midst of great 
Sahaabahjhe did not show any regard and respect to the 
Sahaabah of Rasulullah The only concern he had was 

to secure the position of leadership for himself. Anyone who 
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opposed him or stood up against him was ruthlessly dealt with 
by the sword. 


Yazeed not Sending the Muslims for 
Jihaad 

When Yazeed became the ruler, the first announcement he made 
to the people in his sermon was: 


<3 015""ijly ! ad-* (Jlij 

LlJu^a r*-“*OlS""4 j^Lx^» OI_J y* I Up-I 

4T UU \_j^>V j i s-Lhjdl b|_J 

' lup-l ‘cip OjJUiaj Y aip ^bJl Jjyijli : (Jli 


IUp-I 


“0 people, my father Hair at Mu’aawiyah used to send the 

Muslims to engage in naval warfare. I will not send any Muslim to fight 
at sea. My father, Hazrat Mu’aawiyah would send you to wage 

jihaad against the Romans. I will never send you to fight against them. 
Similarly, my father, Hazrat Mu’aawiyah would give you your 

allowance in three instalments. I will give it to you all at once.” (When 
the people heard Yazeed announce that they would receive all their 
allowance at once and would not be sent to fight in jihaad against the 
Romans, they became very pleased with him) They dispersed from his 
gathering in the condition that they did not equate anybody to him. 
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Yazeed secured the support of the masses through giving them 
wealth and not sending them in jihaad. Hence, there was very 
little jihaad against the kuffaar during the reign of Yazeed. The 
majority of the armies that were dispatched were against the 
Muslims. In the 61 st year after Hijrah he dispatched his armies 
against Hazrat Husain and the Ahle Bayt at Karbala. In the 
63 rd year after Hijrah he dispatched his armies against the 
Sahaabah and Taabi’een 4^4*; of Madeenah 

Munawwarah and in the 64 th year after Hijrah he dispatched his 
armies against Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair and the 

Sahaabah and Taabi’een of Makkah Mukarramah. 

The details of these battles will be explained later on. 


The Mission of Hazrat Husain to 

Remove the Tyranny and Oppression 
of Yazeed and his Governors 

Many people in Kufah were displeased with Yazeed after he 
claimed the khilaafat and began forcing the people to pledge 
allegiance to him. They began writing letters to Hazrat Husain 
informing him of the condition in Kufah and the evils of 
Yazeed and his governors. 

When Hazrat Husain £learnt of the wrongs and evils 
taking place in Kufah through Yazeed and his governors, he 
became greatly perturbed and concerned. Among the numerous 
letters that reached him were the letters written by the Sahaabi 
of Rasulullah Hazrat Sulaimaan bin Surad who 

was, at that time, situated in Kufah. Hazrat Sulaimaan bin Surad 
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and the people of Kufah, in their letters, expressed their 
displeasure and unhappiness with Yazeed being the khaleefah on 
account of his wrongs. They thus requested him to come to 
Kufah so that they could pledge allegiance at his hands and 
thereby end the tyranny and oppression. Hazrat Husain 
did not act on impulse. Rather, he sent his cousin, Muslim bin 
Aqeel to Kufah to verify the information and to confirm 

whether the people of Kufah were prepared to pledge allegiance 
to him. 

When Muslim bin Aqeel reached Kufah, he ascertained 
that the information was indeed true and that the people really 
did wish to pledge allegiance to Hazrat Husain i&jSfggj. 
Accordingly, Hazrat Husain instructed Muslim bin Aqeel 

to accept bay’at from the people on his behalf. Muslim bin 
Aqeel MXhj began accepting people for bay’at until thousands of 
people entered into the bay’at of Hazrat Husain Hazrat 

Husain i&lSfggj thereafter decided to set out for Kufah with a 
group of the Ahle Bayt in order to establish justice in the land 
and wipe out the oppression and tyranny of the evil doers. 

It can be clearly seen from the letters of Hazrat Husain 
that his mission was one of establishing the haqq and opposing 
evil and tyranny. 

Hazrat Husain had written a letter to the people of 

Basrah saying: 
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“I invite you to uphold the Kitaab of Allah and the Sunnah ofRasulullah 
p for verily the Sunnah has been obliterated and innovations 
have been initiated and introduced. Listen to what I say to you and obey 
my instruction. If you do this, I will be able to guide you towards the 

path of guidance.” 


The Love and Support of Sahaabah 
and the People of Hijaaz for 
Hazrat Husain 

Many people were displeased and unhappy with Yazeed after the 
demise of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah %*!$$££. Hence many Sahaabah 
j &PJSA&J together with the people of Hijaaz and the people of 
Kufah wished to pledge allegiance at the hands of Hazrat Husain 
i&Uffi&j. The following narration of Al-Kaamil reveals the deep 
sentiments and emotions of the Sahaabah and the people 

of Hijaaz. 

Allaamah Ibnu Atheer narrates: 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Abbaas came to Hazrat Husain 

i and said, “Rumours have spread among the people that 
you intend going to Iraq (Kufah, Basrah and the surrounding 
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areas). Tell me, what is it that you intend doing?” Hazrat Husain 
replied, “I have decided to depart in the course of these 
two days insha-Allah.” Hazrat Ibnu Abbaas then 

exclaimed, “I ask Allah to save you from that! May Allah have 
mercy on you! Tell me, are you going to a people who have 
already killed their governor, gained control of their land and 
expelled their enemies from it? If they have indeed already done 
all of this then go to them by all means. However, if they have 
merely invited you whilst their leader (Yazeed) still rules over 
them with an iron fist and his men are spread throughout the 
land then they have, in reality, invited you for war. I fear that 
they will beguile you, belie you, oppose you, forsake you and 
ultimately, they will be sent to fight against you after which you 
will find them to be the most harsh and cruel of people against 
you.” Hazrat Husain replied, “I will make istikhaarah to 

Allah Ta’ala and see what transpires.” 


Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 
Offering Support... 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Abbaas then left after which Hazrat 

Abdullah bin Zubair approached Hazrat Husain 

When they had spoken for some time, Hazrat Abdullah bin 
Zubair 'G&g&jej said, “I do not know why we have left these people 
and held ourselves back from them whereas we are the sons of 
the Muhaajireen and we are the rightful successors to the 
khilaafat, not them. Tell me, what is it that you intend?” Hazrat 
Husain replied, “I am deliberating going to Kufah. My 


41 



group of followers in Kufah together with the leaders and nobles 
have written letters to me. I will now make istikhaarah to Allah.” 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair responded, “I would not turn 

away from Kufah if I had a group of followers in it as you do.” 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair then clarified his statement 

and further showed his support for Hazrat Husain saying, 

“If you remain in Hijaaz and decide to claim khilaafat here then 
we will not oppose you but will rather assist you, pledge 
allegiance at your hands and wish well for you.” Hazrat Husain 
replied, “My father had told me that Hijaaz has a ram. 
Through the people killing it, the sanctity of Hijaaz and the 
Haram will be violated. I do not wish to be that ram” (i.e. I do not 
wish to be that ram which will be killed in the Haram, thereby 
becoming the means of bloodshed taking place in the Haram. So I 
have decided to set out to Iraq (Kufah) and if I am killed, I will be 
killed out of the precincts of the Haram). Hazrat Abdullah bin 
Zubair thereupon said to him, “I feel that you should 

therefore remain in Hijaaz and give me the responsibility of 
going to Kufah on your behalf. In this case, we will make you our 
khaleefah and you will be followed, not disobeyed.” Hazrat 
Husain responded, “I do not wish this either” (i.e. I do not 

desire to become the khaleefah). They thereafter spoke to one 
another in secret until Hazrat Husain turned to those who 
were also present and asked, “Do you know what he (Hazrat 
Abdullah bin Zubair is saying?” the people replied, “May 

Allah sacrifice us for you! We do not know.” Hazrat Husain 
replied, “He is telling me to stay in this Musjid (Haram of 
Makkah) so that he can go out to Kufah for me and gather the 


42 



people to pledge allegiance to me. By the oath of Allah! For me to 
be killed one hand span out of the Musjid (Haram of Makkah) is 
more beloved to me than for me to be killed in it and for me to be 
killed two hand spans out of the Musjid (Haram of Makkah) is 
more beloved to me than to be killed when I am out of it by only 
one hand span. By the oath of Allah! Even if I were in the burrow 
of some creature, they would ensure that they pull me out so 
that they can use me to achieve their own ends (i.e. they will 
ensure that I pledge allegiance to them or I am killed so that I am 
not an impediment for them enforcing their wrongs). By the 
oath of Allah! They will most definitely surpass the bounds in 
going against me just as the Jews surpassed the bounds of their 
holy day, Saturday.” 


Hazrat Abdullah bin Abbaas 
advises Hazrat Husain ... 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Abbaas then came to Hazrat Husain 

either that same evening or the next day, and said to him, 
“0 my cousin! Although I may seem to be patient, I am not 
actually patient as I fear that you will be destroyed and meet 
your end by heading in the direction you intend. The people of 
Iraq (Kufah, Basrah and the surrounding areas) cannot be 
trusted. I advise you not to go near them. Remain in this land as 
you are the leader of all the people of Hijaaz. If the people of Iraq 
(Kufah, Basrah and the surrounding areas) sincerely want you, as 
they claim they do, then write to them and command them to 
first banish their governor and enemies from the land. Only go to 
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them once they have accomplished this. If you are absolutely 
determined to leave Hijaaz, then I advise you to go to Yemen as it 
has many valleys and forts, it is a vast land and your father has 
his group of followers there. Stay there so that you will be able to 
remain away from the people in safety while corresponding with 
them and sending your deputies to invite people to you. If you do 
this, I have hope that you will achieve what you wish with safety 
and comfort.” Hazrat Husain replied, “0 my cousin! By the 
oath of Allah! I know that you wish well for me and have love for 
me. However, I have decided and I am determined to leave the 
Haram (for Iraq).” Hazrat Ibnu Abbaas replied, “If you are 

determined to go, then I advise you not to take your womenfolk 
and children along with you as I fear that you will be murdered 
as Hazrat Uthmaan was murdered - with his womenfolk 

and family witnessing the scene.” 1 

From the abovementioned narration, we clearly understand 
that the purpose of Hazrat Husain setting out for Kufah 

was to remove the oppression and tyranny. His purpose was not 
to seek the khilaafat for himself. Had he intended the khilaafat, 
he would have first accepted the pledge of allegiance from the 
people of Hijaaz as they all loved him and were supportive of him 
becoming the khaleefah. 
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What was the Purpose of Hazrat 
Husain Setting out for Kufah? 

Some Ulama, the likes of Hazrat Shah Abdul Azeez Dehlawi 
and Hazrat Mufti Mahmood Saheb Gangohi held the 

opinion that the purpose for Hazrat Husain setting out for 

Kufah was not to seek the khilaafat. 1 Instead, his purpose was to 
remove oppression and tyranny and establish justice. This can be 
clearly understood from the letters he wrote to the people of 
Basrah and Kufah. Addressing the people of Basrah he said: 

i" I GG j cS. ' I tj G 
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“I invite you to uphold the Kitaab of Allah and the Sunnah ofRasulullah 
for verily the Sunnah has been obliterated and innovations 
have been initiated and introduced. Listen to what I say to you and obey 
my instruction. If you do this , I will be able to guide you towards the 

path of guidance.” 

There is no authentic narration which clearly states that Hazrat 
Husain desired the khilaafat for himself. In fact, we have 

seen in the abovementioned narration that Hazrat Husain 
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had himself stated that he did not intend becoming the 
khaleefah. 

In his sermon before the battle of Karbala, Hazrat Husain 
i addressed the people saying that the Ahle Bayt (the family 
of Rasulullah and the Banu Haashim were more 

worthy of the khilaafat than Yazeed. The words of his sermon are 
as follows: 


LJ jpU I ijijAjj (jJLS <1)1 a-Sbls ^abJl L*l 


4j L« j^p OlYj ILL- ^~i g •—j Ljli ol^Jjdlj j^f-L 


d-Js J - ^ J 1 ^-5s_Laj^ 


0 people! If you fear Allah and know that the right (to rule) belongs to 
those who are worthy of it, it will be more pleasing to Allah. We, the Ahle 
Bayt, are more deserving and worthy of being entrusted with this affair 
(the khilaafat) than these people who lay claim to that which is not 
rightfully theirs and strive to spread oppression and enmity among you. 
If you dislike us, ignore our right and if your opinions are different to 
those expressed by your letters, I will return to where I have come from 

and I will leave you. 

Even in this sermon, we do not find clear mention being made by 
Hazrat Husain that he intended the khilaafat for himself. 

Rather, his intention was to establish the khilaafat by entrusting 
it to one who was worthy of it. The pledge which Hazrat Muslim 
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bin Aqeel &\&z> took from the people of Kufah was not a pledge 
of khilaafat but was rather a pledge to support Hazrat Husain 
in removing tyranny and upholding justice. Had Hazrat 
Husain taken the pledge of khilaafat for himself, he would 
have first accepted bay’at from the people of Makkah 
Mukarramah who were willing to pledge bay’at at his hands 
before he left for Kufah. 


The Opinion of Hazrat Moulana 
Habibur Rahmaan A’azami 

On the other hand, other Ulama, the likes of Hazrat Moulana 
Habibur Rahmaan A’azami SjffiCssj, held the opinion that the 
purpose for Hazrat Husain setting out for Kufah was to 

seek the khilaafat. 1 He had cited certain narrations wherein 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar and other Sahaabah advised 

Hazrat Husain against trying to wrest the khilaafat from 

the hands of Yazeed and the Banu Umayyah. 

All these narrations, however, do not form sufficient proof to 
establish that Hazrat Husain had desired the khilaafat for 

himself. The reason is that these narrations could be understood 
to mean that the Sahaabah jfehsjA feared over the life of Hazrat 
Husain and thus explained to him that though his 

intention of establishing a just khilaafat was noble, however in 
trying to fulfil his goal in establishing justice in the land and 
entrusting the khilaafat to those who are worthy of it, he will be 
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viewed as a person who is seeking the khilaafat for himself and 
will thus be opposed and killed. 

It should be borne in mind that even if it is supposedly 
accepted that the purpose of Hazrat Husain setting out for 
Kufah was to seek the khilaafat for himself; then too it was 
undoubtedly permissible for him to do so as he was a Sahaabi and 
the grandson of Rasulullah Apart from this, the 

people did not even regard any of the other Sahaabah 
present at that time to be his equal - let alone Yazeed who was 
not a Sahaabi. There is thus no doubt that he was more worthy of 
the khilaafat than Yazeed. 

Allaamah Ibnu Katheer &l&f, stated the following: 

C \ I 4 j Y J! p-aJL, lil J, 

Y_J Jb-1 hsyjj ^)_P 4 -JLp 4Ul 

4jjLj Lg_lS^ C-JlS"" AjJjjdl SjjjJl 

“Rather, the inclination of the people was entirely towards Hazrat 
Husain as he was the great Sayyid, the grandson of Rasulullah 
'fag x&ZSfeo. There was nobody on the surface of the earth at that time 
who could equal or match him in greatness. The entire government and 
force of Yazeed, however, were soaked in enmity for him.” 

Furthermore, since the khilaafat of Yazeed had not yet been 
established as many people of Makkah Mukarramah, Kufah, 
Basrah, etc, had not yet pledged allegiance to him, it was 
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permissible for Hazrat Husain to seek the khilaafat. Hence, 
Hazrat Husain did not oppose the Ahaadeeth of Rasulullah 

which prohibit going against the khaleefah of the 
time. This can be easily understood from the fact that had the 
khilaafat of Yazeed been established, the Sahaabah jfehsjA would 
have neither supported Hazrat Husain iYibJb nor encouraged 
him to establish his own khilaafat in Makkah Mukarramah. 
Similarly, they would not have offered to go to Kufah on his 
behalf. Rather, they would have clearly explained to him that the 
cause for which he was setting out was haraam as he was 
opposing the khaleefah who had already secured the unanimous 
support of the Muslims. As far as those Sahaabah who 

tried to prevent him from going are concerned, they did not do 
so because they regarded his setting out to be impermissible. 
Rather, they advised him against going as they feared harm 
befalling him and the Ahle Bayt from the side of Yazeed and his 
people. 


Hazrat Husain meeting Farazdaq, 

the Poet, on the way to Kufah 

When Hazrat Husain met Farazdaq, the poet, he informed 

him that he intended going to Kufah and said: 

Lc £,Lv2jjJ| (Jjj 01 OLi 3 Ll>j JSj s.Lio L» Jjojj 4U 
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All affairs are only in the control of Allah. He does as He pleases and 
every day, Allah is in a new splendour. If fate conforms to what we 
desire then we will be grateful and praise Allah for His favours and 
make dua to Him to assist us to fulfill the haqq of gratitude and thanks. 
If fate turns against what we intended, then the one whose intention is 
to upholdjustice and his inner condition is of piety and righteousness, 
he will never be in error. 

When Farazdaq the poet, later met Hazrat Abdullah bin Amr 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Amr urged him to join Hazrat 

Husain in his struggle to uphold the haqq. After narrating 

this incident, Allaamah Zahabi & says: 

jojJl » (3 jj «-£- aJjI -Up * (Jw 

“This shows that Hazrat Abdullah bin Amr regarded the mission 

of Hazrat Husain in setting out for Kufah to be correct. This was 

also the view Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair and many other 
Sahaabah who were present (in Madeenah Munawwarah) and 

witnessed the killing at Harr oh.” 
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How did the Sahaabah Respond 

to the Wrongs of Yazeed 

The historian, Ibnu Khaldoon, writes: 

When it was seen that the condition of Yazeed was one of fisq 
(immorality and blatant, open sinning), there was, regarding 
him, a difference of opinion among the Sahaabah jIt is 
important to note that the difference of opinion was not 
regarding whether or not Yazeed was a faasiq, because his fisq, at 
this point, was not something that still needed to be proven or 
verified. The difference of opinion was regarding the manner in 
which they should deal with this faasiq. There was therefore one 
group of Sahaabah who were of the view that they should 

rise against Yazeed and break the pledges of allegiance due to his 
immoral ways and open sinning. This group followed the stance 
of Hazrat Husain and Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 

who did not pledge from the very beginning. There was a second 
group of Sahaabah who were against the idea of an 

uprising. They were not against it because they had any doubts 
or reservations regarding Yazeed being a faasiq. Rather, they 
were not in favour of an uprising because they knew it would 
result in fighting, fitnah and bloodshed. It was due to this very 
fear that this group of Sahaabah avoided rising against 

Yazeed and instead engaged in making dua for his guidance and 
for the Muslims to be saved from him. The view of both groups of 
Sahaabah was based on ijtihaad and it is impermissible for 
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anyone to speak out against them. May Allah grant us the ability 
to follow them - Aameen. 1 


The Sermons of Hazrat Husain 
Before Arriving at Karbala 

While travelling to Kufah, Hazrat Husain £encountered the 
army of Hurr bin Yazeed Tameemi which consisted of a thousand 
horsemen. Hurr had been instructed to bring Hazrat Husain 
Ato Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad in Kufah. 

Hazrat Husain delivered three sermons to Hurr bin 

Yazeed and the people of Kufah who had arrived in his army. 

In his first sermon, Hazrat Husain said: 

jU Jjii j! aJ)I JjJ ^L*l bJ Lull 
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0 people! I present my reason (for coming here) before Allah and 
thereafter before yourselves. I only came to you after receiving your 
letters which stated, “Come to us! We have no Imaam (just leader)! 
Perhaps Allah will make you the means for us coming onto guidance!” It 
is on account of these letters that I came to you. If you fulfill your 
pledges which you made to me and I feel confident (regarding your 
loyalty), I will come to your city. If you do not fulfil your promises and 
dislike that I have come, I will return from where I have come. 

In his second sermon, Hazrat Husain said: 


C—Jt aU jjJ-l Ia» 1 IjiLs OJ ^aLJl Lgjl 

J^A-L L^vJlj La f.'jjjb ^j-a I |jji> 

A) La J^p 0153 LJL>- 1 L ^ —a LI jU 

-V-Shp I ^-5s 


0 people! If you fear Allah and know that the right (to rule) belongs to 
those who are worthy of it, it will be more pleasing to Allah. We, the Able 
Bayt, are more deserving and worthy of being entrusted with this affair 
(the khilaafat) than these people who lay claim to that which is not 
rightfully theirs and strive to spread oppression and enmity among you. 

If you dislike us, ignore our right and if your opinions are different to 
those expressed by your letters, I will return to where I have come from 

and I will leave you. 
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In his third sermon, Hazrat Husain said: 
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0 people! Rasulullah said, “Whoever sees a ruler who is 

oppressing, making halaal what Allah has made haraam, breaking the 
pledge of Allah, opposing the Sunnah of Rasulullah and 

dealing with the servants of Allah in a sinful, oppressive manner, yet 
neither physically nor verbally tries to change the evil and wrong which 
he sees, Allah makes it incumbent on Himself to enter him into the place 
which he deserves to enter (punishment).’’ Alas! These people have 
committed themselves to obeying Shaitaan and have left the obedience 
ofRahmaan. They have caused and spread corruption, abandoned the 
hudood (Islamic corporal punishments), adopted favouritism in 
distributing the booty, made halaal what Allah has made haraam and 
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made haraam what Allah has made halaal. I (coming from the family of 
Rasulullah have the most right and responsibility to change 

these affairs and correct them. Your letters had continuously come to 
me and your messengers had given me the assurance of your pledges to 
me. Similarly, your messengers had given me assurance that you would 
not hand me over to the enemy and forsake me. If you fulfill the pledges 
you made to me, you will have done what is correct. I am Husain, the son 
ofAli ilzgpS and the son ofFaatimah tgkgfgS who was the daughter of 
Rasulullah I am with you and my family is with your family 

(as we all share the brotherhood of Islam). If you do not do this and 
break your promises and pledges to me, it will not be unexpected as you 
did the same thing to my father, brother and cousin, Muslim bin Aqeel. 
Deceived indeed is the one who is deceived by you. You have made a 
grave mistake by which you have lost your share and you have 
destroyed your lot (of reward in the Hereafter). 



“Whoever violates his oath does so to his own peril.” 

Allah will soon take revenge from you on my behalf. Was salaam. 


The Final Sermon of Hazrat Husain 


& 


When the army of Yazeed arrived in opposition of Hazrat Husain 
iiihfh and he was convinced that they were going to fight him, 
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he stood among his people, praised Allah Ta’ala and then 
delivered the following sermon: 
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Affairs have deteriorated into the state which you now see before 
you. The world has changed and become alien to us. The good of the 
world has turned its back and hastened away until so little remained of 
it that it could be compared to the residue that remains in a utensil after 
drinking. Living life, in the absence of goodness, is like grazing in a 
pasture the grass of which cannot be digested. Do you not see that the 
haqq is no longer upheld and that falsehood is no longer shunned? A 
believer should desire to meet Allah. I view death to be nothing but 
martyrdom and living with oppressors to be nothing but a crime. 
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Chapter 3 - The Incident of 
Karbala 

Ammaar bin Mu’aawiyah Zahabi says that he asked Hazrat 
Abu Ja’far, Muhammad bin Ali bin Husain to explain the 

events which led to the killing of Hazrat Husain to him 

together with explaining the manner in which Hazrat Husain 
was killed. He requested him to describe the details of the 
events as if he was witnessing the scenes unfold before him. In 
reply, Hazrat Muhammad bin Ali bin Husain narrated the 
following: 

At the time of the demise of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah the 

governor of Madeenah Munawwarah was Waleed bin Utbah bin 
Abi Sufyaan. On receiving the news of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah’s 
demise, he immediately sent a message to Hazrat Husain 
i instructing him to come and give his pledge of allegiance 
to Yazeed that very night. In reply, Hazrat Husain asked 

the governor to be kind and grant him some respite to which the 
governor agreed. Hazrat Husain thereafter departed from 

Madeenah Munawwarah and proceeded to Makkah Mukarramah. 
Once in Makkah Mukarramah, Hazrat Husain began to 

receive letters from the people of Kufah which said, “We have 
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reserved ourselves for you (to pledge allegiance at your hands) to 
the extent that we do not attend the jumu’ah of our governor. 
Come to us.” 


Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel 
Entering Kufah... 

At that time, the governor of Kufah was Hazrat Nu’maan bin 
Basheer Ansaari After reading the letters, Hazrat Husain 

sent his cousin, Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel ’MXhj, to Kufah 
and instructed him saying, “Go to Kufah and see if what they 
have written to me is true or not. If it is true, I will respond and 
come to them.” Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel thereafter 

travelled to Madeenah Munawwarah where he hired two guides 
to take him to Kufah. En route to Kufah, however, the guides lost 
the path due to which one of them passed away of thirst. When 
Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel eventually reached Kufah, he took 
up residence with a man named Awsajah. 

As soon as the people of Kufah received the news of his 
arrival, they began flocking to him and giving him their pledges 
of allegiance until approximately twelve thousand people had 
given him their pledges. At that point, one of the supporters of 
Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah approached Hazrat Nu’maan bin Basheer 
and said, “You are either weak or want to be perceived as 
weak. This land is being spoilt!” (i.e. do something to stop the 
people from pledging allegiance to Hazrat Husain &^£). Hazrat 
Nu’maan bin Basheer responded saying, “That I be a weak 

servant in the obedience of Allah is beloved to me rather than for 
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me to be strong but in the disobedience of Allah (i.e. I do not 
wish to punish these people and be guilty in the sight of Allah 
Ta’ala). I am not going to be the one to tear the veil (expose what 
is happening and thus become the means of bloodshed).” 
Dissatisfied with the response of the governor, this person next 
wrote a letter describing the revolution in Kufah and sent it 
directly to Yazeed. 


Yazeed Ordering the Murder of Hazrat 
Muslim bin Aqeel ... 

When Yazeed received and read the letter, he summoned the 
freed slave of his late father, Hazrat Mu’aawiyah and 

consulted him regarding Kufah and its current affairs. The freed 
slave advised him to replace the present governor of Kufah, 
Hazrat Nu’maan bin Basheer with Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad. 

He commanded that Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad go to Kufah as its new 
governor in order to solve the problem. He also said, “The only 
person who can gain control of Kufah is Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad.” 
It so happened that prior to this, Yazeed had become angry with 
Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad and had already decided to dismiss him 
from his current position as governor of Basrah. However, on the 
advice of the freed slave of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah he wrote 

to Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad expressing his happiness with him and 
informing him that he had added Kufah to the area under his 
rule. He then instructed Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad to search for 
Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel (the cousin of Hazrat Husain 

and to kill him if he managed to lay his hands on him. 
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Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad entering 
Kufah... 

After reading the letter of Yazeed, Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad set out 
for Kufah with a group of Basrah’s leaders. On reaching Kufah, he 
covered himself with a scarf and entered after which he moved 
through Kufah greeting its people. Every single person he 
greeted replied to his greeting with the same words, “wa ‘alaikas 
salaam! 0 son of Rasulullah jbjas the people of Kufah 
could not see beyond the scarf and thus thought that he was 
Hazrat Husain who had finally arrived. When Hazrat 

Muslim bin Aqeel SlfafcJ learnt of Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad’s arrival 
in Kufah, he relocated from the premises of Awsajah to the home 
of Haani bin Urwah Al-Muraadi. 

Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad next went to the palace and called a 
freed slave of his to whom he handed three thousand dirhams 
and gave the following instruction, “Go out and ask the people 
regarding the man to whom the people of Kufah have given their 
pledges of allegiance. When you find out where he is, go to him 
and tell him that you are from Hims. Thereafter hand him the 
money and pledge allegiance at his hands.” Following the 
instruction of Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad, the freed slave continued 
enquiring until he was eventually directed to an old man who 
was in charge of seeing to people who arrived to pledge 
allegiance. When the freed slave told him that he had come from 
Hims to pledge allegiance, the old man remarked, “It pleases me 
that Allah has guided you and saddens me that our affair is not 
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yet established and stable.” The old man then ushered him into 
the presence of Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel at whose hands 
he pledged allegiance and to whom he handed the three 
thousand dirhams. Having learnt the location of Hazrat Muslim 
bin Aqeel the freed slave now returned to Ubaidullah bin 

Ziyaad. 


Haani bin Urwah being Summoned... 

Now that Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad knew that Hazrat Muslim bin 
Aqeel was at the home of Haani, he began to ask the 

leaders of Kufah, “What is the matter with Haani bin Urwah? 
Why has he not come to pay his respects to me?” Muhammad bin 
Ash’ath thus went to Haani bin Urwah with a group of Kufah’s 
leaders and found him in the doorway of his home. After meeting 
him, he said, “The governor has made mention of you and 
remarked over your delay in paying respect to him. Go to him 
immediately.” Haani was thus compelled to ride with them and 
shortly arrived in the presence of Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad. 

When Haani greeted Ubaidullah, Ubaidullah asked him, “0 
Haani! Where is Muslim bin Aqeel?” Haani replied, “I do not 
know.” Ubaidullah then called the freed slave who had, just 
recently, come to the house of Haani and pledged allegiance. 
When Haani saw the freed slave, he realized that he had been 
caught and became distressed. He began pleading with 
Ubaidullah saying, “0 Governor! By the oath of Allah! I did not 
call Muslim bin Aqeel to my home! He came of his own accord 
and forced himself onto me!” Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad instructed 
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his men to bring Haani closer. Haani desperately tried to further 
excuse himself but Ubaidullah was adamant that Haani should be 
brought closer to him. When they dragged Haani closer, he 
struck him with a stick and ordered his imprisonment. 

When the people of Haani learnt of what had transpired, they 
began to crowd at the door of the palace in protest. On hearing 
the clamor at the door, Ubaidullah turned to Qaadhi Shuraih and 
said, “Go out and tell them that I have only detained him in order 
to question him regarding Muslim bin Aqeel and assure them 
that he has not fallen prey to any harm from my side.” Qaadhi 
Shuraih did as instructed and the people, on hearing his 
announcement, dispersed in due course. 


The People of Kufah Abandoning 
Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel ... 

When Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel received information of 

what had happened to Haani, he called for his supporters in 
Kufah. Forty thousand people responded to his call after which 
they all rode out together. In order to regain control over Kufah 
and quell the spirit of rebellion, Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad hastily 
summoned the leaders and prominent figures of Kufah. When 
they had all gathered in his palace, he ordered them to use their 
influence to disperse the crowd and diffuse the situation. They 
thus surreptitiously went to their groups and used their 
influence to turn them away from Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel 
until he was, by the evening, accompanied by only a tiny 
fragment of the original group of supporters who had responded 
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to his call. By the time darkness had set in, even those few 
supporters had abandoned him, leaving him absolutely alone and 
totally forsaken. 

Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel MXhj began to wander along the 
road until he came to the home of a woman from whom he 
requested water. After drinking the water, he continued to stand 
where he was until the woman asked him, “0 servant of Allah! 
You are behaving suspiciously! What is the matter?” Hazrat 
Muslim bin Aqeel ’MX&j replied, “I am Muslim bin Aqeel. Do you 
have somewhere for me to spend the night?” The woman replied 
that he could spend the night at her home and permitted him to 
enter. 


Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad Fulfilling the 
Command of Yazeed... 

The woman had a son who was from the freed slaves of 
Muhammad bin Ash’ath. He immediately went to Muhammad 
bin Ash’ath and told him the whereabouts of Hazrat Muslim bin 
Aqeel iujfe; and before Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel knew it, 
the home had been surrounded. On seeing that he was 
completely surrounded and that there was no escape, he 
emerged from the home and drew his sword to defend his life. 
Muhammad bin Ash’ath, however, came forward and offered 
Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel indemnity if he surrendered. 

Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel therefore surrendered himself to 
Muhammad bin Ash’ath who promptly handed him to Ubaidullah 
bin Ziyaad. Ubaidullah had Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel and 
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Haani bin Urwah taken to the top of the palace where they were 
executed and crucified. 


Hazrat Husain being Appraised 

of Events... 

The news of Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel’s SjffiCfcj death reached 
Hazrat Husain when there were just three miles between 

him and Qaadisiyyah. It was at that point that Hurr bin Yazeed 
Tameemi met him and said, “Go Back! What I have just left 
behind me in Kufah promises no good for you!” Hurr bin Yazeed 
thereafter described the events that had transpired in Kufah to 
Hazrat Husain On the urging of Hurr bin Yazeed, Hazrat 

Husain finally decided to return. The children of Hazrat 

Muslim bin Aqeel Ufhhj, however, were with Hazrat Husain 
and they spoke up saying, “We will not return until we 
have either exacted revenge for the killing of Muslim bin Aqeel 
or we are killed in the process.” 

They therefore continued forward until they encountered the 
army which Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad had dispatched at a place 
named Karbala. Hazrat Husain set up camp at Karbala with 
his group who were forty horsemen and one hundred people on 
foot. Hazrat Husain thereafter met the army which was 

under the command of Umar bin Sa’d bin Abi Waqqaas. 
Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad had drafted out a document appointing 
Umar bin Sa’d as the governor of Rayy on his return from the 
battle which would soon ensue with Hazrat Husain i 
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When Hazrat Husain met Umar bin Sa’d, he said to 

him, “I offer you one of three options. Either allow me to go into 
the wilderness, or allow me to return to Madeenah Munawwarah 
or allow me to place my hand in the hand of Yazeed. Umar bin 
Sa’d found this to be reasonable and so wrote to Ubaidullah 
informing him of Hazrat Husain’s %£!$$££ request. In response, 
Ubaidullah wrote, “I will not accept his request until his hand is 
in my own hand.” Hazrat Husain refused to agree to this 

and the battle soon broke out. 

The companions of Hazrat Husain were killed from 

amongst whom were seventeen youngsters of the Ahle Bayt. 
Hazrat Husain was finally killed as well after which his 

head was brought to Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad who sent it with the 
surviving members of the Ahle Bayt to Yazeed. Among the 
survivors were Hazrat Ali bin Husain ’MZtZ) - who was sick at the 
time - and the aunt of Hazrat Husain Hazrat Zainab 

When they reached Yazeed, he kept them with his own 
family and later sent them back to Madeenah Munawwarah. 1 

N.B. After quoting this narration, Haafiz Ibnu Hajar & writes, 
“Many Ulama of the past have prepared treatises on the topic of 
Hazrat Husain’s martyrdom. These treatises contain both 

authentic and unauthentic information. The information which I 
have quoted , however, is authentic and sufficient.” 
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The Reason for the People of Basrah 
and Kufah Forsaking Hazrat Husain 

After Pledging Allegiance to him 

Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad was one of the governors of Yazeed who 
was initially appointed as governor over Basrah. After receiving 
the command of Yazeed to take the place of Hazrat Nu’maan bin 
Basheer as governor of Kufah, Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad set 

out for Kufah without any delay. Upon entering Kufah, he 
addressed it’s people and warned them against intending to 
uprise against Yazeed. He instilled such awe and fear within the 
hearts of the people that even those who had already pledged 
allegiance to Hazrat Husain out of the fear of the 

consequences, decided not to follow Hazrat Husain The 

end result was that before Hazrat Husain could reach 

Kufah, Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel ’MXhj was apprehended and 
killed by Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad and the people of Kufah 
abandoned all intention of supporting Hazrat Husain 
against Yazeed as they had seen that it was not possible to stand 
against the army of Yazeed. 


Mischief-Makers in Kufah 

Certain narrations establish that there were many mischief- 
makers in Kufah who wrote letters to Hazrat Husain 
urging him to come to Kufah. This can be easily seen through the 
narration where Hazrat Husain before the battle of 
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Karbala, addressed the leaders and produced the letters which 
they had written to him. On seeing these letters written in their 
names, many of the leaders denied having written them. It is 
thus believed that these letters were written by the mischief- 
makers of Kufah and falsely sent in the name of the leaders. 
However, it should be borne in mind that not all the letters 
received by Hazrat Husain had been written by mischief- 

makers as there were many sincere people in Kufah who had also 
written letters to Hazrat Husain This can be proven by the 

fact that some of the letters that had been received were written 
by Hazrat Sulaimaan bin Surad i&mjfggj, a Sahaabi of Rasulullah 
on behalf of the people of Kufah. 

Before writing the letters, Hazrat Sulaimaan bin Surad X 
stood up in Kufah and addressed the people saying: 

oji jkj Ojy <cJl l^pSTi ^■" 

sj-Lp JjLaj IjJli 

“0 people! If you are sure that you will he able to assist Hazrat Husain 
iIZ4&& then write to him. However, if you are afraid that you will lose 
courage and will not be able to assist him then do not deceive him (by 
writing to him and calling him to Kufah).” The people replied, “We are 
prepared to fight our enemy.” 

Ibnul Jowzi Safest has recorded the following: 

When the people of Kufah received the information that 
Hazrat Husain had come to Makkah Mukarramah and had 
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desisted from pledging allegiance to Yazeed, a delegation from 
their people came to him, and Hazrat Sulaimaan bin Surad 
Hazrat Musayyib bin Najabah and other leaders of 
the city wrote letters to him calling him to receive their pledges 
of allegiance and overthrow Yazeed. In their letters, they stated, 
“We have left the people in the state that their gazes are fixed on 
you alone. We hope that through you, Allah Taala will gather us 
on the haqq and rid them of the oppression in which they are 
steeped. Indeed you are more worthy of this affair than Yazeed, 
the person who snatched and unjustly took the reins of khilaafah 
of the Ummah and killed the best people of the Ummah. 1 

Similarly, another proof to establish that all the letters that 
had been received by Hazrat Husain were not written by 

mischief makers is that when Hazrat Husain received 

these letters, he dispatched his cousin, Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel 
’MX&j, to go to Kufah and investigate the authenticity of the 
letters and the condition of the people. 

Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel went in person and after 

thoroughly investigating the affairs in Kufah, confirmed that the 
letters that were written to Hazrat Husain were written by 
many sincere people and that the condition of the people of 
Kufah had drastically deteriorated. Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel 
MXhj thereafter accepted the pledge of allegiance from 
thousands of the people of Kufah which further indicated 
towards the truthfulness of information which reached Hazrat 
Husain Had all the information which reached Hazrat 
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Husain been false and had Hazrat Muslim bin Aqeel 

suspected that all the letters were sent by mischief-makers with 
sinister intentions, he would not have urged Hazrat Husain 
to set out for Kufah. 


Grief of the People of Kufah Over not 
Assisting Hazrat Husain at 

Karbala 

As seen above, Hazrat Sulaiman bin Surad bin Jown £was 
among those who wrote letters to Hazrat Husain asking 

him to come to Kufah. However, it is reported that when Hazrat 
Husain arrived, Hazrat Sulaiman bin Surad left him 

and did not fight with him against the army of Yazeed. 

The reason for him not participating in the jihaad was that he 
was 89 years old at that time and felt that they would not be able 
to combat such a formidable army - the army of Yazeed. 
Nevertheless, after Hazrat Husain was martyred, Hazrat 

Sulaiman bin Surad Hazrat Musayyib bin Najabah MX&j 

and all those who had deserted Hazrat Husain felt remorse 
and regret over abandoning him and thus said, “The only way for 
us to make taubah for what we have done is for us to sacrifice 
our lives in the quest to avenge the death of Hazrat Husain 
However, they waited for an opportunity where they 
would be able to rise against the killers of Hazrat Husain 
This opportunity never came during the life of Yazeed since his 
army was too strong and powerful to oppose. 
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When Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah passed away, dissension broke 
out and various people gained dominance and control over 
various areas. At that time, a group of people from Kufah, who 
were filled with remorse over their remaining silent and failing 
to assist Hazrat Husain gathered and said, “This sin of 

ours of failing to assist Hazrat Husain will not be erased 

unless we sacrifice our lives in the quest to avenge his death.” 

They thereafter formed an army and emerged from Kufah to 
encamp at Nukhailah in the beginning of Rabeeul Aakhir in the 
65 th year after Hijrah. They appointed Hazrat Sulaiman bin Surad 
as their leader and gave him the title “Leader of the 
Repentant Ones”. They then set out as a group of four thousand. 

This transpired at the time when Marwaan gained control 
over Shaam. After gaining control, he dispatched an army 
against the army of Hazrat Sulaimaan bin Surad under the 

command of Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad. The army of Hazrat Sulaiman 
bin Surad encountered the vanguard of Ubaidullah bin 

Ziyaad which was under the command of Shurahbeel bin zi 
Kalaa. The two groups fought and Hazrat Sulaiman bin Surad 
i and Hazrat Musayyib bin Najabah were eventually 
killed at a place named Ainul Wardah. It was Yazeed bin Husain 
bin Numair who fired the arrow which killed him after which Ad- 
ham bin Muhaireez Al-Baahili took his head together with the 
head of Hazrat Musayyib bin Najabah ’MXhj to Marwaan bin 
Hakam. Hazrat Sulaiman bin Surad was 93 years old at the 
time of his death. 1 
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Noor Emanating from the Blessed 
Head of Hazrat Husain 

Allaamah Ibnu Katheer narrates: 

Umar bin Sa’d commanded that the severed head of Hazrat 
Husain be taken on the very day of his death to Ubaidullah 

bin Ziyaad with Khawlaa bin Yazeed Al-Asbahi. When Khawlaa 
reached the palace of Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad with the blessed 
head, he found it locked and thus went home with the blessed 
head. Upon arriving at his home, he placed the blessed head in a 
tub and said to his wife, Nawwaar bint Maalik, “I have brought 
you the most valuable thing of all time.” When she asked what it 
was he replied, “The head of Hazrat Husain She replied, 

“People bring gold and silver home as gifts whereas you have 
brought the blessed head of the grandson of Rasulullah 
By Allah! I will never share the bed with you again!” 
Saying this, she got up and left his bed. Khawlaa bin Yazeed 
therefore called for his other wife who was from Banu Asad. This 
wife spent the night with him and later said, “By Allah! I 
continued to see noor shining and going up to the sky from the 
tub and white birds flapping their wings around the noor that 
shone directly above the blessed head in the sky.” When it was 
morning, Khawlaa bin Yazeed took the blessed head to 
Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad and presented it to him. 1 
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In the Court of Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad 

Humaid bin Muslim narrates: 

Umar bin Sa’d called for me and sent me to his family to 
inform them of his victory and safety. When I arrived (in Kufah), 
I found Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad sitting to receive people. A 
delegation which had been sent to him had just entered and so I 
entered with them as well. As I entered, I caught sight of the 
blessed head of Hazrat Husain which was placed before 

Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad. Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad had a stick in his 
hand and for some time, had been using it to poke between the 
blessed teeth of Hazrat Husain On seeing this, Hazrat Zaid 

bin Arqam the Sahaabi of Rasulullah 

exclaimed, “Raise this stick from these blessed teeth! I take an 
oath by Allah besides whom there is no god, I saw the blessed lips 
of Rasulullah kissing these blessed teeth! (out of love 

for Hazrat Husain when he was an infant).” As he said this, 

Hazrat Zaid bin Arqam cried profusely. Upon hearing this, 

Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad became angry and said, “May Allah make 
you continuously cry! By Allah! If it was not for the fact that you 
are old, senile and have lost your mind, I would have definitely 
beheaded you.” On hearing this, Hazrat Zaid bin Arqam 
got up and left. After he exited, the people he had passed by said, 
“By Allah! Hazrat Zaid bin Arqam has uttered such a 

statement that if Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad has to hear of it, he will 
definitely kill him.” I asked the people, “What did he say?” They 
told me that as he had passed by, he said, “A slave has begun to 
rule over slaves and he is treating them with utter disgrace. 0 
Arabs! You are slaves after today! You have killed the son of 
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Hazrat Faatimah and appointed Ibnu Marjaanah 

(Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad) as your leader. He will kill the best of 
people among you and will enslave the evil among you. Cursed 
be the one who is happy with such disgrace!” 1 


The Mother of Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad 
Curses him 

Allaamah Zahabi ’MXhj has quoted the following: 

cJ 'ci L> cJli Jli dJ 

When Marjaanah, the mother of Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad, had learnt that 
her son had killed Hazrat Husain she addressed him saying: 

“You wretch! You murdered the grandson ofRasulullah You 

will never see Jannah!” 


The Manner in which Yazeed Treated 
the Family of Hazrat Husain 

There are various reports which show the manner in which 
Yazeed treated the respected and noble family of Hazrat Husain 
the Ahle Bayt. Below are the details of these reports: 
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Allaamah Ibnu Katheer *MXb) mentions: 

When the womenfolk of Hazrat Husain’s family were 

brought into the presence of Yazeed, he called all the eminent 
personalities of Shaam and seated them around him. He 
thereafter called for Hazrat Ali bin Husain and the other 

youngsters of Hazrat Husain’s "MXb, family. When they were all 
before him, he addressed Hazrat Ali bin Husain ’M’Tbj and, with 
all the people watching, said, “0 Ali! Your father severed 
relations with me, was negligent of my right (to the throne) and 
attempted to snatch my kingdom from me! Allah therefore dealt 
with him in the manner which you have seen.” 

Hazrat Ali bin Husain replied by reciting the Aayah: 


5\ \S>\b!>b\ s-’kyih b« 
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“No misfortune can happen on earth or in your souls but is recorded in 
a decree before We bring it into existence; That is truly easy for Allah’’ 

On hearing this, Yazeed turned to his own son, Khaalid, and said, 
“Answer him!” Khaalid, however, was unable to answer and so 
Yazeed himself retorted by reciting the Aayah: 
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“Whatever misfortune happens to you, is because of the things your 
hands have wrought, and for many (of them) He grants forgiveness. ” 


Yazeed thereafter remained silent for some time. When he 
pondered over the shabby state to which the family of Hazrat 
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Husain had been reduced, he cursed Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad 
saying, “May Allah disgrace Ibnu Marjaanah! If he had any family 
ties with them he would have neither treated them in this 
manner nor sent them to me in this state.” 

In another narration, Allaamah Ibnu Katheer reports: 

Yazeed had consulted the people asking them what should be 
done with the family of Hazrat Husain Some people said, 

“0 Ameerul Mu’mineen! Don’t ever spare the puppy of an evil 
dog! Kill Hazrat Husain’s son, Hazrat Ali bin Husain 

so that absolutely nobody remains from the progeny of Hazrat 
Husain When he heard this advice, Yazeed remained 

silent as though he was considering the sugestion that was 
presented to him. Hazrat Nu’maan bin Basheer then spoke 
up and said, “0 Ameerul Mu’mineen! Deal with them in the 
manner that Rasulullah would have dealt with them 

had he seen them in this state.” Only when Hazrat Nu’maan bin 
Basheer interceded and spoke, did Yazeed feel some 

sympathy for them. Yazeed thereafter arranged for them to be 
able to bath and clean themselves and provided them with 
clothing, gifts and food. Yazeed hosted them in his own home. 1 

In another place, Allaamah Ibnu Katheer mentioned: 

Faatimah the daughter of Hazrat Ali narrates 

the following: 

When we were seated before Yazeed (after the incident of 
Karbala), he took pity on us, instructed that we be given 
something and was kind to us. A man from Shaam, who was red 
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in complexion, then stood and said to Yazeed, “0 Ameerul 
Mu’mineen! Gift her to me!” The man was referring to myself 
and I was a young girl who was pure. When I heard his evil 
request, I began to shake out of fear as I thought it was perhaps 
permissible for Yazeed to make me his slave. In this state of fear, 
I grabbed and held onto the clothing of my elder sister, Zainab 
who was more knowledgeable than myself. She knew that 
what he had asked for was impermissible and so she turned to 
him and retorted, “By Allah! You have lied and you are evil! This 
is not allowed for you!” On hearing her retort, Yazeed became 
angry and burst out to Zainab “You are a liar! By Allah! It 

is allowed for me and if I so wish, I will do so!” Zainab 
however, was not cowed by Yazeed’s outburst and replied, 
“Never! By Allah! Allah has not made that permissible for you 
unless you wish to leave our Deen and adopt some other Deen!” 

Yazeed was enraged by her answer and said, “Are you 
addressing me in this manner? The only people who left Deen 
were your father and brother!” Zainab replied, “It is the 

Deen of Allah, the Deen of my father, the Deen of my brother and 
my grandfather that your father, grandfather and yourself 
follow.” Yazeed retorted, “You are lying, 0 enemy of Allah!” 
Zainab replied, “0 Ameerul Mu’mineen! You force your 

control over the people, speak abuse while you oppress and use 
your power to dominate.” Zainab narrates, “By Allah! It 

was as if he finally felt ashamed and chose to remain silent.” 

The man then stood again and reiterated his request saying, 
“0 Ameerul Mu’mineen! Give this girl to me!” This time, Yazeed 
replied saying, “Remain without a woman and may Allah grant 


76 



you a decisive death!” Yazeed then instructed Hazrat Nu’maan 
bin Basheer !&£$££ to send a band of men with horses under the 
command of someone who was trustworthy to escort them to 
Madeenah Munawwarah. Yazeed also instructed that Hazrat Ali 
bin Husain go with the women to Madeenah Munawwarah. 

Yazeed then provided the women with accommodation in his 
own section of the Darul Khilaafah. When they entered, the 
women of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah’s family met them with 

tears, mourning over the martyrdom of Hazrat Husain 
The mourning of these women continued for three days. 

Yazeed would not partake of lunch or supper unless Hazrat 
Ali bin Husain and his brother, Hazrat Umar bin Husain 

were with him. One day, Yazeed jokingly asked Hazrat 
Umar bin Husain who was still very small, if he was able to 
fight Yazeed’s son, Khaalid bin Yazeed. Hazrat Umar bin Husain 
’MX&j replied, “Give us both knives and we will fight.” On hearing 
the brave, fearless response of the youngster, Yazeed embraced 
him and said, “I see you to be a snake like your father was. Can 
anything but a snake be born from a snake?” 

When Yazeed saw them off, he said to Hazrat Ali bin Husain 
“May Allah disgrace ibn Sumayyah! (referring to his 
governor, Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad). By Allah! If I had been there, I 
would have given your father whatever he asked and would have 
done my utmost to defend his life - even if it meant sacrificing 
some of my own children. However, Allah decreed what you have 
seen.” Yazeed then gave him abundant provisions, wealth and 
clothing and urged the escort to treat them well. Before his 
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departure, Yazeed told Hazrat Ali bin Husain to write to 
him whenever he had any need. 1 

Yazeed’s kind treatment towards the Ahle Bayt, who in 
reality were related to him, cannot be used as a proof to show 
that he was totally innocent in the killing of Hazrat Husain 
This will be clearly seen in the coming pages. As far as 
those few narrations are concerned which show that he was 
remorseful over the killing of Hazrat Husain and even 

cursed his governor, Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad, for what he had 
done, then this was nothing but an act that he had put up when 
he feared becoming defamed throughout the Islamic world. 


How did Yazeed Treat the Blessed Head 
of Hazrat Husain 

Allaamah Ibnu Katheer has mentioned, “The Ulama have 

differed as to whether or not Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad sent the 
blessed head of Hazrat Husain to Yazeed in Shaam. 

However, the correct view is that he did send the head to Yazeed 
and many narrations have been reported in substantiation of 
this.” 2 

Dhahhaak bin Uthmaan narrates: 

Hazrat Husain set out for Kufah, displeased with the 

leadership of Yazeed. When he learnt of this, Yazeed bin 
Mu’aawiyah wrote to Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad, his governor over 
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Iraq, saying, “I have received information that Hazrat Husain 
i has set out for Kufah. From all the periods of Islam, your 
period (of governing) is being tested by him, from all the cities, 
your city is being tested by him and from all the governors, you 
are being tested by him. At this juncture, remember that you will 
either remain free (if you fight him and defeat him) or be made a 
slave as others are made into slaves (if you fail to deal with 
him).” Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad thus killed Hazrat Husain 
and sent his blessed head to Yazeed. When the blessed head was 
placed before Yazeed, Yazeed struck the head of Hazrat Husain 
i with his hand and recited the following couplet of Husain 
bin Hammaam Al-Murri: 

“We will strike the skulls of men who are beloved to us when they are 
most disobedient to us and non-submissive .” 1 

Laith bin Sa’d MXhj narrates: 

Hazrat Husain refused to surrender himself as a 

prisoner and fighting thus broke out. Hazrat Husain his 

sons and all his companions who had fought with him were 
thereafter killed at a place named “Taff”. Hazrat Ali bin Husain 
&'fcfb Hazrat Faatimah bint Husain and Hazrat Sakeenah 

bint Husain iSujay were then taken to Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad. 
Hazrat Ali was, at that time, a youngster who was already 
baaligh. Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad then sent them to Yazeed. 
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When they came to Yazeed, he commanded that Hazrat 
Sakeenah be placed behind his throne so that she would 
not be able to see the blessed head of her father and relatives. 
Hazrat Ali was bound in chains. Yazeed then lowered his 
head and with his hand, struck the middle of the blessed head of 
Hazrat Husain ilAhsA saying: 


A*>-\ L»L& JjljJj 

“We will strike the skulls of men who are beloved to us when they 
are most disobedient to us and non-submissive.” 

When Yazeed recited this couplet, Hazrat Ali bin Husain & 
replied by reciting the Aayah: 
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“No misfortune can happen on earth or in your souls but is recorded in a 
decree before We bring it into existence: That is truly easy for Allah.” 

Yazeed was then embarassed that Hazrat Ali had described 
the situation by reciting an Aayah of the Quraan whereas he had 
tried to describe it by reciting a couplet of poetry. Yazeed 
therefore replied by reciting a portion of an Aayah saying, 
“Rather, your destruction is: 


because of the things your hands have wrought, and for many (of them) 
He grants forgiveness.” 
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Hazrat Ali bin Husain then said, “Alas! By Allah! If 

Rasulullah were to see us bound in chains, he would 

definitely love to unshackle us.” Yazeed acknowledged that this 
was true and said, “You have spoken the truth.” He then released 
them from their chains. Hazrat Ali then said, “If we were to 

stand before Rasulullah jtajat a distance, he would 
definitely love to bring us close to himself.” Yazeed replied, “You 
have spoken the truth.” He thereafter brought them closer. Now 
that they were closer, Hazrat Faatimah and Hazrat 

Sakeenah began to stretch their heads so that they would 

be able to catch sight of the blessed head of their father, Hazrat 
Husain When Yazeed saw this, he began to stretch in his 

throne to try and block the view of the blessed head of Hazrat 
Husain Yazeed thereafter instructed that they be given 

provisions, treated well and sent to Madeenah Munawwarah. 

The author of Majma’uz Zawaa’id, Allaamah Haysami Jlifeh 
has confirmed that this narration is an authentic narration 
reported with a sound chain of reliable narrators. 1 


(\ 0 ) 1A 

Another narration has been reported from Muhammad bin Hasan Al- 
Makhzoomi ’MX&j. He narrates: 

When the family of Hazrat Husain and his head were 

brought before Yazeed, he began to cry and recited the following 
couplet: 

“We will strike the skulls of men who are beloved to us when they are most 
disobedient to us and non-submissive.” 
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Yazeed then said, “Alas! By Allah! Had I been there, I would have never 
killed you!” When he heard this, Hazrat Ali bin Husain ’MX&j replied, 
“It is not as you say.” Yazeed asked him, “Then how is it?” Hazrat Ali 
replied by reciting the Aayah: 

dii dlli 51 l)\ ^4^ dr? "-!\ ^ 1 ^ d dr? d-’ddi Id 

“No misfortune can happen on earth or in your souls but is recorded in a 
decree before We bring it into existence: That is truly easy for Allah.” 

Abdur Rahmaan bin Ummi Hakam was also present and he retorted to 
Yazeed saying: 

~L*Jl iLjj AjIj5 (3-^ 
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“Even a skull at Taff(a place near Kufah - he was referring to the blessed head 
of Hazrat Husain ZZfAy?j), is more closely related to us than ibnu Ziyaad, the 
slave who has a despicable reputation. The progeny of Sumayyah (the mother 
ofUbaidullah bin Ziyaad) are as numerous as the stones whereas Muhammad 

has now been left with no progeny!” 

On hearing this retort, Yazeed became angry. He raised his hand and 
struck the chest of Abdur Rahmaan saying, “Remain silent!” 

O ^ V*\ .AjIjjJl aJIjJ j-* iff. dljj 

The author of Majma’uz Zawaa’id, Allaamah Haysami after 

narrating this Hadeeth, said that the narrator, Muhammad bin Hasan, 
who appears in the chain of narrators, is a weak narrator. However, 
there is another narration which appears in Al-Bidaayah wan- 
Nihaayah of a similar nature. 

Allaamah ibnu Katheer Sister mentions: 
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From these narrations, it is abundantly clear that Yazeed ordered 
the killing of Hazrat Husain and was pleased with it. He 

only cursed his govenor, Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad, later on when he 
feared becoming defamed in the Muslim world and losing the 
support of the people. 


When the blessed head of Hazrat Husain was placed before 

Yazeed, he began to poke the mouth of Hazrat Husain with a 

stick he held in his hand. He then said, “The situation between Hazrat 
Husain and ourselves is just as Husain bin Hammaam Al-Murri 

had mentioned: 
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“He will definitely strike the skulls of men who are staunch against when they 
are most disobedient to us and non-submissive.” 

The brother of Marwaan bin Hakam, Yahya bin Hakam, stood and 
retorted saying: 

_L*Jl ibj AjIjS 3^ 0 ^ 2 ^ t._ 

“Even a skull at Taff(a place near Kufah - he was referring to the blessed head 
of Hazrat Husain is more closely related to us than ibnu Ziyaad, the 

slave who has despicable reputation. 

The progeny of Sumayyah (the mother of Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad) are as 
numerous as the stones whereas Muhammad has now been left 

with no progeny!” 

When Yahya bin Hakam said this, Yazeed became angry and struck him 
on his chest saying, “Remain silent!” o ^ */a yjJi) 
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The Happiness of Yazeed Over the 
Killing of Hazrat Husain 

Allaamah Suyuti has narrated the following: 

Yazeed was overjoyed after the killing of Hazrat Husain 
at Karbala, but put up an act and began to cry out of the fear that 
the Sahaabah Taabi’een and the Ummah would 

criticize and blame him. 1 

Allaamah Ibnu Jareer Tabari Safest narrates: 

After Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad had Hazrat Husain and his 

family members killed, he had their heads sent to Yazeed bin 
Mu’aawiyah. Yazeed was initially so delighted over the murder of 
Hazrat Husain that he even became happy with Ubaidullah 
bin Ziyaad (whom he had previously disliked). It was not long, 
however, before he began to regret the killing of Hazrat Husain 
Alcjufe ’'). 2 

Allaamah Ibnu Atheer narrates: 

When the head of Hazrat Husain reached Yazeed, he 

was so pleased with the accomplishment of Ubaidullah bin 
Ziyaad (who he previously disliked) that Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad 
now gained favour with him. Hence Yazeed began to show him 
more importance and developed a bond with him. However, 
Yazeed was soon made aware of the fact that people hated him 
and were cursing and reviling him due to the killing of Hazrat 
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Husain At that point he began to regret the killing of 

Hazrat Husain 

Yazeed’s happiness over the defeat of Hazrat Husain is 

quite evident from the abovementioned narrations. His kind 
treatment towards the Ahle Bayt, who in reality were related to 
him, cannot be used as a proof to show that he was totally 
innocent in the killing of Hazrat Husain As far as those 

few narrations are concerned which show that he felt remorseful 
over the killing of Hazrat Husain and even cursed his 

governor, Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad, for what he had done, Hazrat 
Mufti Shafee has reconciled between them in the following 
words: 

Yazeed was initially pleased with the murder of Hazrat 
Husain When his head was brought, he expressed 

happiness. Later on, when he feared becoming defamed 
throughout the Islamic world and being hated by all the 
Muslims, he expressed remorse and began to curse Ubaidullah 
bin Ziyaad. 

Hazrat Mufti Shafee then quoted the following 

narration of Allaamah Ibnu Katheer in substantiation of 

this: 

When Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad killed Hazrat Husain and 

his companions, he sent their heads to Yazeed. Yazeed was 
initially pleased with the murder of Hazrat Husain &*£$££ and due 
to his role in the killing, Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad began to enjoy 
favour and position with Yazeed. However, Yazeed soon began to 
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regret and would say, “What would it have costed me if I had 
tolerated the difficulty and accommodated Hazrat Husain !&£$££ 
in my own home and allowed him to do what he wished - even if 
it resulted in weakness entering my kingdom and rule? This was 
the demand of safeguarding and fulfilling the right of Rasulullah 
p and family ties.” Yazeed would then say, “May Allah 
curse Ibnu Marjaanah! He took Hazrat Husain out and 

compelled him to come onto the battlefield whereas he had 
asked to be allowed to either return, or come to me or to go to 
the borders of the Islamic lands and engage in jihaad until his 
death. Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad, however, refused and killed him. 
By killing him, he made the Muslims hate me and he sowed the 
seeds of enmity in their hearts. He has caused the pious and 
impious alike to despise me as they have taken my killing of 
Hazrat Husain very seriously. What relationship do I have 

with Ibnu Marjaanah (Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad)? May Allah 
disgrace him and be angry with him!” 1 

Hazrat Mufti Shafee hilbbj thereafter mentioned the following 
regarding the apparent remorse which Yazeed expressed and the 
good treatment which he gave the family of Hazrat Husain 

The regret and remorse expressed by Yazeed and his good 
treatment of the Ahle Bayt were in order to try to erase the 
blemish of killing Hazrat Husain which was now staining 

his reputation. It is also possible that the remorse and regret 
which had overcome him was due to him having some degree of 
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the fear of Allah Ta’ala and the remembrance of the Hereafter. 
However, whether or not it was out of fear of Allah Ta’ala is 
something which only Allah Ta’ala knows. Nevertheless, it 
should be remembered that the actions of Yazeed which 
thereafter followed until his demise were also completely evil. 
Even as he was dying, he sent an army to attack Makkah 
Mukarramah and died while his army was fighting in the 
precincts of the Haram. May Allah Ta’ala treat him as he 
deserves. 1 


The Letter of Yazeed to Hazrat 
Abdullah bin Abbaas after 

Karbala 

“News has reached me that the deviate, Abdullah bin Zubair, has 
invited you to pledge allegiance at his hands and that you, out of 
your loyalty and faithfulness to us, remained firm in your pledge 
to us. May Allah reward you well for maintaining family ties with 
us - as He rewards all those who maintain their family ties and 
remain firm on their pledge. There are many things I may forget 
but I will never forget this kindness of yours and how quick you 
were to join ties with me which is an action which indeed befits 
you. Now watch for those who arrive in your presence from 
foreign lands who have been influenced by the bewitching 
speech of Abdullah bin Zubair and inform them of his condition 
because, compared to him, who is the one who violated the 
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sanctity of the Haram, they will be more willing to listen to and 
accept what you say.” 


The Reply of Hazrat Ibnu Abbaas 
- What Really Transpired at 
Karbala? 

“Your letter has reached me. Regarding the fact that I did not 
pledge allegiance at the hands of Abdullah bin Zubair - I 

take an oath in the name of Allah that I desire neither your 
favour nor your praise for it. Allah knows what my intention is. 
You claim that you will never forget my kindness and good 
treatment. Keep your kindness away from me because I will keep 
my good treatment away from you. You have asked me to instil 
your love in the hearts of people and to incite them to hate and 
desert Abdullah bin Zubair Never! We don’t agree to 

please you and we don’t agree to honour you! How could we ever 
do this when you murdered Hazrat Husain and the youth 

of Abdul Muttalib who were lamps of guidance and stars of 
luminaries? It was by your command that your cavalry left them 
lying in a barren plain soaked in blood with everything snatched 
and looted from their corpses. They were murdered while thirsty 
and left without even a kafan or anything to protect them. The 
wind continued to blow dust over them and ravenous hyenas 
came, one by one, to devour their corpses. They remained in this 
state until Allah Ta’ala sent a people to them who had no hand in 
shedding their blood to enshroud and bury them. I take an oath 
by my Lord! It is due to these same people that you received 
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honour and were afforded the chance to sit in this position. 
There are many things I may forget but I will never forget that it 
was you who compelled Hazrat Husain to leave the Haram 
of Nabi and go to the Haram of Allah. It was you who 

continued to send your horsemen to him until they sent him to 
Iraq and deserted him. That is why he left the Haram of Makkah 
in a state of fear, warily watching all around him and that was 
when your horsemen descended on him. You perpetrated all 
these vile crimes out of your hatred for Allah, His Rasool 
and the Ahle Bayt who are the very same people 
whom Allah, after purifying, kept free of all impurities. Husain 
even asked you for a truce and to be allowed to return but 
you, noticing that he had only a few people to help him and that 
his family could now be easily eradicated, instantly took 
advantage of the situation. You assisted one another to attack 
and murder him as if you were attacking a family of disbelievers. 
There is therefore nothing more surprising to me than that you 
would actually seek my friendship, whereas you have already 
murdered the family of my grandfather and even now, your 
sword drips with my blood. It is now you alone who is the target 
of my revenge. Don’t be flattered into thinking that you have 
defeated us today for the day will most definitely come when we 
will defeat and be victorious over you.” 1 
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Did Hazrat Husain Offer to 

Pledge Allegiance to Yazeed? 

Some scholars are of the opinion that Hazrat Husain 
offered to pledge allegiance to Yazeed when he confronted his 
army. According to them, his offering to pledge allegiance to 
Yazeed is sufficient evidence to prove that he was pleased with 
Yazeed. Had he not been pleased with Yazeed, there would not 
have been any reason for him to offer to pledge allegiance to 
him. This notion, however, is incorrect as it cannot be 
conclusively established that Hazrat Husain’s wishing to 

surrender at the final hour and pledge allegiance to Yazeed was 
due to him being pleased with Yazeed. It is possible that Hazrat 
Husain wished to surrender and pledge allegiance to 

Yazeed for some other reason. Apart from this, it should be 
remembered that there is somewhat contradiction between the 
reports regarding Hazrat Husain’s wishing to pledge 

allegiance to Yazeed. Some narrations prove that Hazrat Husain 
offered to pledge allegiance to Yazeed while other 
narrations deny this. It is on account of this apparent 
contradiction in the reports that some Ulama the likes of Hazrat 
Moulana Muhammad Ameen Safdar and Hazrat Moulana 

Abdur Rasheed Nu’maani &\Xz% had held the opinion that Hazrat 
Husain &%$$££ was, until the very end, not prepared to pledge 
allegiance to Yazeed. 

Below we will present the details of these narrations as well 
as explain the view which is preferred. 
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The first narration is that of Ammaar Duhni in which the 
following appears: 
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The general ofYazeed’s army, Umar bin Sa’d, entered into dialogue with 
Hazrat Husain iHazrat Husain X£Sti£?j said to him, “Choose one of 
three options. Either leave me to return from whence I have come, or 
leave me to go to Yazeed or leave me to go to the borders of the Islamic 
territory (where I will wagejihaad).” Umar bin Sa’d accepted this offer 
of three options from Hazrat Husain and wrote to Ubaidullah bin 
Ziyaad informing him of it. Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad, however, refused this 
offer saying, “No! By Allah! That will never ever happen!” They thus 
fought Hazrat Husain who was killed together with his 
companions. Among the companions of Hazrat Husain were more 

than ten youth from the Ahle Bayt. 

Some scholars attempt to prove from this narration that Hazrat 
Husain had accepted the khilaafat of Yazeed and was 

willing to pledge allegiance to him. However, this narration 
cannot be used as a basis to prove this on account of the 
narrator, Ammaar Duhni, appearing in the chain. Some 
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Muhadditheen have criticized him on the basis of him being a 
Shia. 1 However, the majority of the Muhadditheen have accepted 
his narrations and regarded him to be a reliable narrator. 2 Even if 
his narration is to be accepted, there is no clear mention found 
in it stating that Hazrat Husain wished to go to Yazeed to 

pledge allegiance to him. It is possible that Hazrat Husain 
wished to be taken to Yazeed in order to negotiate and discuss 
the matter with him. 

The second narration is that which is transmitted through 
Mujaalid bin Sa’eed. 


bbf yn * ■»°^JU ^ jJL^I ( jp 

b»l .ibj /jJ aJJIwL^P Jli btijl 

Jj ( IT* ‘UdSsJl a aybJl Libl Jj A»l OU Jj«j 

jy*j j^a jkj OjwJ bl j! O jlSsi.1 bl ^Uap! 

^b jl jV-6-lp La aulpj La 4 J ^jj^JhvJ.1 ( j-a *Y^rj HUi ^jvbhvj.1 

fa ... . c 

... *0^ ‘'-Ujj “Cwrf La_j 4w ^ <3 a ~h. 


It has been narrated from Mujaalid bin Sa’eed and Saq’ab bin Zuhair 
that Hazrat Husain and Umar bin Sad had met three or four 
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times. They then mention that Umar bin Sa’d wrote to Ubaidullah bin 
Ziyaad stating, “Allah Ta’ala has extinguished the fire, granted unity 
and rectified the matter of the Ummah. This is Hazrat Husain 
who has proposed to either return to where he has come from, go to the 
borders of the Islamic lands where he will be one of the normal Muslims, 
he will have the same rights and responsibilities as them, or he will go to 
Yazeed, Ameerul Mumineen, and place his hand in the hand ofYazeed 
so that his opinion of the matter between himself and Yazeed could be 

seen.” 

In this narration we find mention of Hazrat Husain 
offering to pledge allegiance to Yazeed. However, it should be 
noted that this narration cannot be relied upon due to the 
narrator Mujaalid bin Sa’eed appearing in the chain. As far as 
Mujaalid bin Sa’eed is concerned, the Muhadditheen have 
regarded him as a weak narrator . 1 

The third narration is that which is reported from Haani bin 
Thubait Al-Hadhramy. 
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Haani says: Hazrat Husain &^£ sent Amr bin Qarzah bin Ka’b Ansaari 
to Umar bin Sa’d with the following message, “Meet me tonight in the 
area between your army and my army.” Umar bin Sa’d and Hazrat 
Husain thus came to meet one another with twenty horsemen 
each. When they met, both Hazrat Husain and Umar bin Sa’d 
commanded their horsemen to move away from them. Accordingly, we 
moved away from them until we could neither hear their voices nor 
what they were speaking about. They had a lengthy conversation with 
one another until a portion of the night had elapsed after which each of 
them returned to his army with his horsemen. The people were now 
speaking among themselves, speculating and imagining that Hazrat 
Husain perhaps had the following conversation with Umar bin 

Sa’d: 


Hazrat Husain &j5p£ perhaps said, “Come with me to Yazeed bin 
Mu’aawiyah. Let us leave the armies.” Umar bin Sa’d replied, “If I do 
that, my home will be destroyed.” Hazrat Husain replied, “I will 
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build it for you.” to which Umar bin Sa’d replied, “In that case my 
properties will be confiscated.” Hazrat Husain replied to this 
saying, “I will then give you better from my wealth in Hijaaz.” The 
people (still speculating and imagining) said that Umar bin Sad disliked 

this offer. 

Haani concludes this narration by emphasizing, “That is what the 
people had said and that is the news that spread among them despite 
the fact that they neither heard nor knew of what Hazrat Husain 
and Umar bin Sa’d had spoken about.” 

From this narration, it is clearly understood that Hazrat Husain 
never expressed his intention to pledge allegiance to 
Yazeed. 

The fourth narration is that of Qais bin Ash’ath. Qais bin Ash’ath 
had spoken to Hazrat Husain and urged him to obey 

Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad. Hazrat Husain refused and made 

the following remark which clearly shows that he was not, at any 
cost, prepared to bow down before his enemy and pledge 
allegiance at his hand: 
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“By Allah! I will neither give them my hand in disgrace nor confess like a 
slave. 0 servants of Allah! I have sought safety with my Lord and your 
Lord, against your injuring me and I have sought safety from my Lord 
and your Lord (to protect me) from every arrogant one who does not 
believe in the Day of Account". 

This narration clearly reveals that Hazrat Husain was not 

in the least prepared to accept Yazeed’s khilaafat and pledge 
allegiance to him. 


The fifth narration is that of Uqbah bin Sam’aan, the companion 
of Hazrat Husain 

y» UaJ Jli jL*p“ JJ 4^ap jP ccpJ-Jp JJ y*yf\ -qp jp 
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Hqbah bin Sam’aan says, “I was with Hazrat Husain from (the 
moment he left) Makkah Mukarramah until the moment he was killed. 
By Allah! I heard, in every place, every word he uttered. He neither asked 
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to go to Yazeed so that he could pledge allegiance nor did he ask to go 
and fight to defend the borders of the Islamic territories. Rather, he 
presented two options to them; they should either leave him to return to 
where he had come from or they should leave him to go into the vast 
lands of the earth where he would wait and see what would become of 

the people’s affair.” 

On account of the contradiction in the abovementioned 
narrations, Hazrat Moulana Muhammad Ameen Safdar ’MXhj and 
Hazrat Moulana Abdur Rasheed Nu’maani held the opinion 
that it cannot be conclusively proven that Hazrat Husain 
was prepared to pledge allegiance to Yazeed. However, according 
to the majority of the Muhadditheen, the narrations which are 
reported regarding Hazrat Husain’s presenting three 

options, among which was the offer to pledge allegiance to 
Yazeed, are established and hence cannot be rejected. 
Nevertheless, it should be understood that Hazrat Husain’s 
mere accepting to pledge allegiance to Yazeed at the final hour 
before the battle of Karbala cannot be used as a proof to establish 
that he was pleased with Yazeed. 

Hazrat Moulana Qaasim Naanotwi ’MXhj has mentioned in 
regard to the abovementioned narrations that these narrations 
cannot be used as a basis to prove that Yazeed was a just and 
pious ruler and that Hazrat Husain had changed his 

opinion and was pleased with Yazeed. The reason being, if this 
was so, Hazrat Husain would not have presented three 
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options. Rather, he would have only expressed his wish to be 
taken to Yazeed in order to pledge allegiance to him. 1 

From this we understand that the statement of Hazrat Husain 
in all these narrations “Take me to Yazeed so that I may 
place my hand in his hand” was not because he had changed his 
opinion of Yazeed and was pleased with him. Rather, he wished 
to be taken to Yazeed so that he may discuss and negotiate the 
matter with him. Hazrat Moulana Qaasim Naanotwi further 
explained that even if Hazrat Husain had changed his 

opinion and intended to pledge allegiance to Yazeed, then this 
was not because he felt that Yazeed was a pious and just ruler 
who was worthy of khilaafat. Instead, Hazrat Husain had 

only considered pledging allegiance to Yazeed as it was the lesser 
of the two evils. If he did not pledge allegiance to Yazeed, he and 
those with him would have had to fight the army of Yazeed 
which would lead to bloodshed and the loss of the lives of those 
with him. 
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Chapter 4 - The Incident of 
Harrah and Makkah 
Mukarramah 

The Events which Led to the Battle at 
Harrah 

Haafiz Ibnu Hajar has mentioned: 

Yazeed, during his rule, appointed his cousin, Uthmaan bin 
Muhammad bin Abi Sufyaan, as the governor of Madeenah 
Munawwarah at the end of the 62 nd year after the Hijrah. 
Uthmaan bin Muhammad bin Abi Sufyaan prepared a delegation 
of Sahaabah \j?j and Taabi’een among whom were 

Abdullah bin Hanzalah Al-Ghaseel Al-Ansaari, Abdullah bin Abi 
Amr bin Hafs bin Mughirah Al-Hadhrami, Munzir bin Zubair and 
other respected men from the land of Madeenah Munawwarah, 
to go and meet Yazeed. Yazeed honoured these Sahaabah and 
presented gifts to them. When this group returned to Madeenah 
Munawwarah, they reported whatever they had witnessed there 
and said: “We have returned from a man who is such that he 
possesses no Deen. He drinks wine and listens to music amidst 
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dancing women.” From the entire group, only Munzir bin Zubair 
did not return as he had instead gone to Basrah. When he 
returned to Madeenah Munawwarah, the people asked him to 
confirm the information which they had received from the group 
who returned from Yazeed. He verified all the information that 
the group of Sahaabah and Taabi’een 4%4had given the 

people of Madeenah Munawwarah prior to his return. It was due 
to this that the people of Madeenah Munawwarah were 
displeased with Yazeed and turned against him. 1 

Allaamah Ibnu Katheer 5 js has mentioned: 

When the delegation of Madeenah Munawwarah returned 
from Yazeed, they exposed his faults and evil ways saying, “We 
have come from a person who possesses no Deen. He drinks wine 
while slave women play music around him. We make all of you 
witness that we have broken our allegiance to Yazeed.” Hearing 
the delegation’s report back on Yazeed, the rest of the people 
followed and also broke their allegiance to Yazeed. The people 
then pledged allegiance at the hands of Hazrat Abdullah bin 
Hanzalah Al-Ghaseel promising to fight against Yazeed 

even if it meant sacrificing their lives. Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar 
however, did not approve of their breaking the pledge as 
he feared fitnah and evil consequences from the side of Yazeed. 

Soon after, Hazrat Munzir bin Zubair - who had also been a 
part of the delegation - returned to Madeenah Munawwarah 
from Basrah and not only confirmed that the initial report of the 
delegation regarding Yazeed leaving out his Salaah due to being 
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drunk, etc, was correct, but further criticized Yazeed and 
highlighted his evil ways to the people. 

When Yazeed learnt that the people of Madeenah 
Munawwarah had turned against him, he sent Hazrat Nu’maan 
bin Basheer to Madeenah Munawwarah to warn the 

people against uprising and to urge them to remain subservient 
to him. Accordingly, he travelled to Madeenah Munawwarah 
where he warned the people against opposing Yazeed saying, 
“The fitnah that will come about through opposing Yazeed is 
extremely dangerous. You do not have the power and means to 
oppose the people of Shaam.” Hazrat Nu’maan bin Basheer 
knew of Yazeed’s wrongs and hence did not defend his integrity 
in any way. 

Hearing his disencouragment, Hazrat Abdullah bin Mutee 
asked him, “0 Nu’maan! Why are you attempting to break 
our unity and change our intention to rectify the affair which 
Allah Ta’ala has allowed us to put right?” Hazrat Nu’maan bin 
Basheer explained to them that he was not justifying the 

wrongs of Yazeed but was only stopping them from opposing 
Yazeed as they would not be able to combat his armies and save 
themselves from his evil. Hence he replied, “By Allah! It seems as 
if it was just yesterday that I witnessed what you are presently 
inviting to (at Karbala) where men stood against the caravan of 
Hazrat Husain £striking at their heads with swords until 
lives were lost. I can almost see the same thing happening to you 
here in Madeenah Munawwarah. You will leave these poor 
people, the Ansaar, to be killed in the streets, in their Masaajid 
and the doorways of their homes.” 
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Hazrat Nu’maan bin Basheer thereafter departed and the 

people of Madeenah Munawwarah did not heed his warning. The 
events that followed thus transpired in the exact manner that he 
had warned. 1 


The Extent of Yazeed’s Evils and 
Wrongs Before the Sahaabah and 
Taabi’een Broke their Allegiance with 
Him 

Haafiz Ibnu Hajar Makki has recorded that Allaamah 

Waaqidi ’MXhj has recorded the following narration through 
numerous chains: 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Hanzalah Al-Ghaseel was among 

those who became shaheed at Harrah fighting against the army 
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of Yazeed. Before the battle, he explained the reason for the 
Sahaabah and Taabi’een resolving to break their 

allegiance to Yazeed and fight his army. He said, “By the oath of 
Allah! We did not rise against Yazeed (on account of his power 
and might) until his wrongs surpassed all limits. The oppression 
and tyranny during his rule as well as the sinful deeds he was 
involved in reached a point where we feared that had we not 
rose against him in order to reform the condition of the Ummah, 
we would be pelted with stones from the sky. We feared that the 
punishment of Allah Ta’ala would befall us all on account of his 
evil ways and us not doing anything to rectify the condition of 
the Ummah. Yazeed was a man who would sleep with the slave 
women who had given birth to his father’s children and would 
also sleep with those same children who had been born to his 
father’s slave women. He used to drink wine and forego his 
Salaah.” 1 


Killing of Sahaabah and 

Taabi’een a t Harrah through the 

Army of Yazeed 

When Yazeed learnt of the Sahaabah and Taab’ieen 2us\4 *z> 

breaking their pledges of allegiance to him, he became enraged. 
He thereafter dispatched an army of twelve thousand soldiers 
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under the command of Muslim bin Uqbah to march into 
Madeenah Munawwarah and punish those who had turned 
against him. Yazeed instructed Muslim bin Uqbah in the 
following words: 

Go to them (the people of Madeenah Munawwarah) with the 
blessing of Allah and fight them as you are definitely the most 
suitable person to deal with them. When you come to Madeenah 
Munawwarah then assess the situation. Whoever tries to prevent 
you from entering or wishes to fight then put them to the sword, 
put them to the sword! Do not leave any of them alive and loot 
and pillage the city for three days. Kill all of their wounded and 
all those who try to flee. Beware of leaving any of them alive! If 
you are successful and you do not face any obstacles then after 
killing the people of Madeenah Munawwarah, proceed to 
Makkah Mukarramah to fight Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 

The extent of bloodshed and killing in the Mubaarak city of 
Rasulullah was such that many women of Sahaabah 

jfepjSti&j and Taabi’een were widowed and their children 

orphaned. Certain reports have even set the number of women 
who were raped and impregnated by the army of Yazeed at one 
thousand. 2 
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Haafiz Ibnu Hajar Makki 

Describes the Atrocities of the Army of 

Yazeed at Harrah 

The bloodshed, atrocities and crimes committed by the army of 
Yazeed and their violating the sanctity of Madeenah 
Munawwarah are well known. They even went as far as robbing 
approximately three hundred girls of their virginity and 
murdering approximately three hundred Sahaabah jand 
seven hundred of the Qurraa of Madeenah Munawwarah. During 
the period in which the sanctity was violated, the people were 
forced to go into hiding to save their lives and were therefore 
unable to go to the Musjid of Rasululllah for Salaah. 

The Musjid was thus entered by animals which urinated on the 
blessed mimbar of Rasulullah thereby causing the 

prophecies of Rasulullah to become a reality as he had, 

during his lifetime, foretold that these fitnahs would break out in 
Madeenah Munawwarah after his demise. The commander of the 
army insisted that the people of Madeenah Munawwarah pledge 
allegiance to Yazeed on becoming his slaves, if he wished he 
could sell them and if he so wished, he could free them. When 
one of the people of Madeenah Munawwarah suggested to the 
commander that they pledge on the Kitaab of Allah Ta’ala and 
the Sunnah of Rasulullah he refused and had him 

beheaded. 1 
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Treatment of Hazrat Abu Sa’eed 
Khudri at Harrah 

Abu Haaroon Abdi narrates: 

I saw Hazrat Abu Sa’eed Khudri and noticed that some 

of his beard had been pulled out. I asked him, “Do you play with 
your beard?” He replied, “No! This is the treatment I received at 
the hands of the oppressors, the people of Shaam. They entered 
my home on the occasion of Harrah and took whatever goods 
and possessions I had. After the first group of looters left, a 
second group entered my home and were upset that they did not 
find anything to take and would have to leave empty handed. 
They therefore said, ‘Hold the old man down’ and then began to 
pull tufts out of my beard.” 1 


The Army of Yazeed Wishing to Kill 
Hazrat Sa’eed bin Musayyib 

On the occasion of Harrah, Hazrat Sa’eed bin Musayyib &?<&> was 
seized and brought before Muslim bin Uqbah. Muslim then 
commanded him to pledge allegiance to Yazeed to which he 
refused saying, “I pledge allegiance in accordance to the way of 
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Hazrat Abu Bakr and Hazrat Umar On hearing his 

refusal, Muslim instructed his men to behead Hazrat Sa’eed bin 
Musayyib ’MXhj. At that point a man came forward and, in order 
to save the life of Hazrat Sa’eed bin Musayyib ’M testified that 
he was a madman. Only then did Muslim spare him and allow 
him to go. 1 


Yazeed Expresses His Gratitude for 
Harr ah 

Marwaan bin Hakam had spurred Muslim bin Uqbah against the 
people of Madeenah Munawwarah and incited him to wage war 
against them. Marwaan even accompanied Muslim to Madeenah 
Munawwarah on the occasion of Harrah to assist him until he 
defeated the people of Madeenah Munawwarah and the city was 
looted and pillaged. When Marwaan thereafter went to Yazeed, 
Yazeed expressed his gratitude to him for his role in Harrah and 
granted him a position close to himself.” 2 
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The Opinion of Allaamah ibn Katheer 
regarding Yazeed’s Role in 
Harrah 

Allaamah Ibnu Katheer ’MX&j mentions: 

Yazeed indeed made a grave mistake in instructing Muslim 
bin Uqbah to violate the sanctity of Madeenah Munawwarah for 
three days. This was a terrible, horrible mistake - especially 
when added to the fact that many Sahaabah and their 

children were murdered. We have previously mentioned 

that Yazeed had Hazrat Husain and his group killed at the 

hands of Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad. During the three days in which 
the sanctity of Madeenah Munawwarah was violated, 
innumerable crimes and atrocities of an unspeakable nature 
were committed in Madeenah Munawwarah of which only Allah 
Ta’ala has complete knowledge. Yazeed had sent Muslim bin 
Uqbah to Madeenah Munawwarah in order to secure his throne 
so that he would be able to enjoy a period of unchallenged rule 
until the end of his days. Allah Ta’ala, however, punished him by 
causing his plans to fail and preventing his aspirations from 
materializing. Allah Ta’ala destroyed the evil tyrant and ruler, 
Yazeed, and siezed him in his mighty grip and such is the 
chastisement of your Lord when He chastises communities in the 
midst of their wrong. Grievous indeed and severe is His 
chastisement. 1 
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The bloodshed and destruction which Yazeed unleashed on the 
holy city of Madeenah Munawwarah at Harrah is glaringly 
evident from the aforementioned narrations. This heart breaking 
tragedy in which many Sahaabah and Taabi’een bybb; 

were ruthlessly massacred and brutally killed, children 
orphaned, women widowed and many girls raped and 
impregnated, can never be forgotten. We should remember that 
these women were none other than the mothers, wives, sisters 
and daughters of the illustrious Sahaabah and Taabi’een 

Undoubtedly, all our mothers, wives, sisters and 
daughters combined cannot come close to the status of these 
blessed women of the Sahaabah and Taabi’een If a 

gruesome and tragic incident of this nature had to befall any of 
us, Allah Ta’ala forbid!, where our near and dear ones had been 
killed or our womenfolk raped, would we ever consider praising 
the perpetrators of such evil acts, making dua for them and 
saying (May Allah Ta’ala shower his mercy and blessings 

upon them) after mentioning their names, as we do for the pious 
servants of Allah Ta’ala? Certainly not! When this is not the way 
we deal with people who perpetrate evil acts against ourselves 
and our beloved ones, then how can we say after taking the 
name of Yazeed when we know that he was responsible for 
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killing the Ahle Bayt, the beloved family of Rasulullah 
the Sahaabah and Taabi’een ijfefP. 


Was it Permissible for the Sahaabah 
and Taabi’een to Break 

their Allegiance to Yazeed? 

When the fisq and oppression of Yazeed surpassed all limits, the 
Sahaabah jand Taabi’een turned against him and 

broke their pledge to him. Why would the Sahaabah not 

turn against a man whose actions openly contradicted the laws 
of Sharee’ah? Apart from the life of sin and vice which he was 
leading, the oppression and tyranny which he caused against the 
Ummah was sufficient grounds for the Sahaabah jto break 
their allegiance to him and strive to replace him with another 
khaleefah. 

The statement of Allaamah Ibnu Katheer below shows 
that the people of Madeenah Munawwarah were practically 
unanimous in opposing Yazeed: 


jj ^ 


When the army of Yazeed arrived at Madeenah Munawwarah, such a 
large number of people emerged from Madeenah Munawwarah to fight 
them that an army of this size had perhaps not been seen before. 
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The stance of the Sahaabah and Taabi’een ’M&Z) 

regarding breaking their pledge with Yazeed was in total 
compliance with the instruction of Rasulullah 
Rasulullah had given the Sahaabah $u$js6 strict 

instruction not to obey the Ameer of the army when they see his 
actions contradicting the commands of Rasulullah jb;In 
such a situation, Rasulullah commanded them to 

replace him with a leader who complies with the laws of 
Sharee’ah. 


>dL*3 aja_J_p auI Jli diiU 
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It is reported from Hazrat Uqbah bin Maalik that Rasulullah 
on one occasion dispatched an army. I (Uqbah bin Maalik) armed a 
soldier of the army with a sword. When the soldier returned, he said “If 
only you had witnessed the manner in which Rasulullah 
reproached us regarding a certain important issue of Been (you would 
have certainly been amazed). Rasulullah said: “Wereyou so 

weak that you were unable to remove a man whom I had appoint as the 
leader of an army through appointing another ameer in his place when 
you see him opposing my command?” 
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Rasulullah is reported to have said: “There is no obedience to 

the creation when the creation commands you to disobey Allah.” 

Though the above instruction of Rasulullah was in 

regards to replacing the leader of the army when his actions 
contradict the laws of the Sharee’ah, however the Ulama explain 
that in the case where the khaleefah opposes the laws of 
Sharee’ah and his oppression and tyranny becomes widespread 
in the land, then if the people have the ability to oppose him and 
replace him with another khaleefah, they should do so. It is for 
this reason that the Sahaabah opposed Yazeed and broke 

their pledge of allegiance to him. Hence the Sahaabah 
were not sinful for breaking their pledge to Yazeed. Rather, they 
will be rewarded abundantly - despite the outcome and 
consequence not turning out in their favour. 

As far as the Hadeeth of Rasulullah is concerned 

wherein it is stated, “Do not oppose the khaleefah unless you 
witness open kufr from him.”, the Muhadditheen have explained 
that the meaning of “open kufr” in this Hadeeth refers to 
comitting open sins and wrongs and flagrantly contradicting the 
laws of Sharee’ah as explained in other Ahaadeeth. 2 
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Dispatching Troops to Makkah 
Mukarramah 

Despite the extent of the havoc and bloodshed which his army 
had caused in Madeenah Munawwarah, Yazeed was not yet 
satisfied. He therefore issued a command that troops be 
dispatched to invade Makkah Mukkaramah and fight against 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair Muslim bin Uqbah thus took 

the army of Yazeed and proceeded to Makkah Mukarramah with 
the intention of attacking its people. Muslim, however, died en 
route to Makkah Mukarramah. Yazeed thereafter appointed 
Husain bin Numair as the commander of the army. The army 
reached Makkah Mukarramah and launched an attack on the 27 th 
of Muharram in the 64 th year after the Hijrah. The battle raged on 
for a few days and seeing that no progress was being made, 
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Husain bin Numair erected a huge catapult on Mt. Abu Qubais 
and initially launched rocks at the Holy Ka’bah. After launching 
rocks, they began to launch flaming balls which set the ghilaaf 
(cover) of the Ka’bah alight and caused considerable damage to 
it. 

Reinforcements were brought in from Shaam as the battle 
continued into its second month. During this battle, certain 
Sahaabah and Taabi’een were killed and many 

people were injured. 

Despite Nabi prohibiting fighting in the precincts 

of the Haram in many Ahaadeeth, Yazeed commanded his army 
to fight in the Haram of Makkah Mukarramah, blatantly ignoring 
all these Ahaadeeth which prohibit violating the sanctity of the 
Haram. 1 

The news of the death of Yazeed reached Makkah 
Mukarramah on the 10 th of Rabeeul Awwal in the 64 th year after 
the Hijrah while the war was still on. Due to the news of Yazeed’s 
demise, the army of Yazeed was forced to retreat with failure. At 
the time of his death he was thirty eight years old. He had only 
ruled for three years and eight months. Three days after his 
demise, the leader of his army, Husain bin Numair, called off the 
attack and thereafter left for Shaam. 
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Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad Refuses to do 
the Dirty Work of Yazeed for the 
Second Time 

When Yazeed dispatched Muslim bin Uqbah to Madeenah 
Munawwarah after its people had broken their pledges of 
allegiance, he instructed him saying, “Invite the people three 
times (to pledge allegiance to me). If they return to being loyal 
and obedient to me then accept this from them and leave them. 
If they resist then seek the help of Allah and fight them. Once 
you have conquered them, make Madeenah Munawwarah halaal 
for three days (allow your men to rob, murder, etc as they please, 
thus violating the sanctity of Madeenah Munawwarah). Once 
three days have elapsed then leave the people. Look for Ali bin 
Husain and do not harm him but rather treat him well and 
seat him close to you in honour as he was not involved in the 
uprising of the people.” 

Yazeed then commanded Muslim bin Uqbah to go to Makkah 
Mukarramah after defeating the people of Madeenah 
Munawwarah to besiege Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair He 

also instructed him, in the event of anything happening to him, 
to appoint Husain bin Numair As-Sakooni as the commander. 

Yazeed had initially written to Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad 
commanding him to go to Makkah Mukarramah and lay siege to 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad, 

however, refused and said, “By Allah! I will never carry out both 
evil acts for this faasiq! How can I first kill the grandson of 


117 



Rasulullah and thereafter wage war on the Ka’bah for 

him?” 1 
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Chapter 5 - The Views of the 

Sahaabah Taabi’een 

♦* 

ijand Luminaries of the 
Different Eras of Islam 

1. The View of the Sahaabah 
regarding Yazeed 

As mentioned previously, the delegation of Sahaabah jthat 
returned from Yazeed informed the people of Madeenah 
Munawwarah regarding Yazeed in the following words: We have 
returned from a person who is such that he possesses no Deen. 
He drinks wine and listens to music amidst dancing women. 1 
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2. The View of Hazrat Abdullah bin 
Zubair 

*♦ 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair would refer to Yazeed in his 

khutbahs using the following words: 

“Yazeed of the monkeys, the drinker of wine, the one who 
discards Salaah, the one who remains fixated on singing girls.” 1 

N.B. Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair would refer to Yazeed in 

his khutbahs as “Yazeed of the monkeys” as he would keep 
monkeys as pets to entertain and amuse himself. 2 


3. The View of Hazrat Abu Hurairah 



Hazrat Abu Hurairah had mentioned, “I have secured two 

vessels (two types) of knowledge from Rasulullah As 

for one of the two, I have disseminated it and as for the second, if 
I am to disseminate it, this (indicating towards his throat) will be 
slit (i.e I will be killed).” 3 

Haafiz Ibnu Hajar Asqalaani in the commentary of this 
Hadeeth has written that the second type of knowledge which 
Hazrat Abu Hurairah refered to was the detailed 
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knowledge of those Ahaadeeth of Rasulullah which 

contained mention of the names of the evil leaders who will 
appear in the world after Rasulullah’s demise and their 

evil conditions during their eras. He would hint to this 
knowledge but would never explicitly mention it out of fear for 
his life. An example of his hinting to this knowledge is where he 
said, “I seek protection in Allah Ta’ala from the coming of the 
sixtieth year and from the leadership of the youngsters.” In this 
specific dua, Hazrat Abu Hurairah was referring to the 

rulership of Yazeed as his rule commenced in the sixtieth year 
after Hijrah. Allah Ta’ala accepted the dua of Hazrat Abu 
Hurairah as he passed away one year prior to Yazeed 

becoming the ruler.” 1 
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The Views of the Taabi’een 



4. The View of the Son of Yazeed 
(Demise: 64 Hijri) 

After the death of Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah, his son, Mu’aawiyah 
bin Yazeed, was appointed the successor of his father, Yazeed. 
However, he gathered the people and publicly addressed them 
saying: “0 people! I inform you regarding the affair of khilaafat. 
My grandfather, Hazrat Mu’aawiyah despite being a great 

Sahaabi of Rasulullah had erred in fighting against 

Hazrat Ali though he will be excused on account of it 

being due to an error of judgement. As far as my father, Yazeed, 
is concerned, you are all aware of the injustice and atrocities for 
which he is responsible regarding the killing of Hazrat Husain 
and the disrespect shown to the Ahle Bayt. Similarly, you 
are well aware of the bloodshed that was caused through my 
father in Madeenah Tayyibah and Makkah Mukarramah, where 
thousands, among whom were the Sahaabah of Rasulullah 
p and the Taabi’een, were brutally massacred. As for 
myself, I do not wish to tread in the footsteps of my father. 
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Hence I decline to accept this office of khilaafat on account of the 
fear that I may also fall into the same sins as my father.” After 
stepping down, he told the people to appoint as khaleefah 
whomsoever they felt suitable from the people. The people 
therefore appointed Marwaan in his place. It was not long 
thereafter that the son of Yazeed (Mu’aawiyah bin Yazeed) 
passed away. 1 

5. The View of Hazrat Sa’eed bin 
Musayyib (Demise: 94 Hijri) 

On the occasion of Harrah, Hazrat Sa’eed bin Musayyib ’MXhj was 
seized and brought before Muslim bin Uqbah. Muslim then 
commanded him to pledge allegiance to Yazeed to which he 
refused saying, “I pledge allegiance in accordance to the way of 
Hazrat Abu Bakr and Hazrat Umar On hearing his 

refusal, Muslim instructed his men to behead Hazrat Sa’eed bin 
Musayyib At that point a man came forward and, in order 
to save the life of Hazrat Sa’eed bin Musayyib &' fassj, testified that 
he was a madman. Only then did Muslim spare his life and allow 
him to go. 
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6. The View of Hazrat Umar bin Abdul 
Azeez (Demise: 101 Hijri) 

On one occasion, a person spoke highly of Yazeed in the presence 
of Umar bin Abdul Azeez and referred to Yazeed using the 
title “Ameerul Mu’mineen”. Umar bin Abdul Azeez was 

greatly disturbed at this and commanded that the man be lashed 
twenty times. He then said regarding Yazeed: “Such a person is 
not fit to be called by the title Ameerul Mu’mineen.” 1 

The above incident has been reported with an authentic 
chain of narrators. 2 

It is reported that Hazrat Umar bin Abdul Azeez said: Had I 
been in Yazeed’s place and even if Allah Ta’ala had to forgive me 
and allow me to enter Jannah, I will not enter. What face will I 
have before Rasulullah knowing full well that I killed 

his grandson (Hazrat Husain 

If this was the view of the son of Yazeed and Umar bin Abdul 
Azeez , who belonged to the Banu Umayyah and were from the 
family of Yazeed, one can well imagine and gauge what the views 
of others present in his era would have been. 

N.B. It is recorded in certain narrations that Hazrat Umar bin 
Abdul Azeez ’M&f, used to express pity over Yazeed as despite 
him being the son of an illustrious Sahaabi and hailing from his 
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own family, the Banu Umayyah, he still perpetrated such evil 
deeds in his life. 1 


7. The View of Hazat Hasan Basri 
(Demise: 110 Hijri) 

Hasan Basri is reported to have said, “On account of Hazrat 
Mughirah bin Shu’bah suggesting that Yazeed be the 

successor of Hazrat Mu’awiyah great harm has come to 

this Ummah.” 2 
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The Views of the Fuqahaa and 
Muhadditheen of the Different 
Eras 

8-9. The View of Imaam Abu Haneefah 
S&feg (Demise: 150 Hijri) and Imaam 
Maalik (Demise: 179 Hijri) 

Allaamah Ilkiyaa &l&f, was once asked regarding whether 
Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah was a Sahaabi. He answered: “Yazeed 
was not a Sahaabi. Instead, he was born during the khilaafat of 
Hazrat Umar i (Some say in the khilaafat of Hazrat 
Uthmaan $&§§££). He then mentioned the views of the salaf 
regarding Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah. He said: Imaam Ahmad bin 
Hambal indirectly condemned the evil of Yazeed and on 

another occasion, openly condemned his wrongs. Similarly, 
Imaam Abu Haneefah and Imaam Maalik both, on 

one occasion, indirectly condemned the evil of Yazeed and on 
another occasion, openly condemned his wrongs. As far as our 
view regarding Yazeed is concerned, we do not indirectly 
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condemn his wrongs. Instead, we openly and clearly condemn 
his wrong actions. Why should we not openly expose his sins 
whereas he used to be involved in playing backgammon, going 
out hunting, habitually consuming wine and his singing poetry 
regarding wine is well known? 1 


10. The View of Hazrat Imaam Ahmad 
bin Hambal (Demise: 241 Hijri) 

Hazrat Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal had mentioned: Yazeed 
was not a reliable personality and hence Ahaadeeth should not 
be narrated from him. 2 


Ibnul Jowzi has mentioned regarding Imaam Ahmad’s 

’MXhj opinion of Yazeed: 

4))l (J { y£- <CjI { y£- CLoUd-l ^yj JjJj JJLu.1 Jjj 
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Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah used to quote Hadeeth with his chain from his 
father who narrates from Rasulullah We have an 

uninterrupted chain to Yazeed except that (we will not narrate any 
Hadeeth from him on account of) Imaam Ahmad ’M’YsYj leaving him out. 
Imaam Ahmad SjffiCfcJ was once asked, “Can Hadeeth be narrated from 


YA<\-YAV /r oLpY ' 

Y 1Y/y V 

rYY/o (JisJ.1 r 


127 



Yazeed?” Imaam Ahmad replied, “No, and there is no honour in 
narrating from him. ” It is for this reason that we do not narrate Hadeeth 

from him. 

Mahna ’MXbj has also narrated regarding Imaam Ahmad &?<&>: 
Jj*i La 4_SjJ.L jA JlJLs <L^bta JjJj 'jA -Ls'-I cJl~a L^-a JlS 

«up Jli c-j-oLl Ait- yTlLj cJi i ^ Jli , |j<i L>^ cJJ 

Uj Jj>- 4 JLP l)I Jj>-y 


I asked Imaam Ahmad &l&f, regarding Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah to 
which he replied, “He is the one who did what he did to the blessed land 
ofMadeenah Munawwarah!” I asked Imaam Ahmad ’MXhj, “And what 
did he do?” Imaam Ahmad ’MXhj replied, “He had the city ransacked.” I 
thereafter asked Imaam Ahmad ’MXhj, “Can Hadeeth be narrated from 
Yazeed?” Imaam Ahmad answered, “Hadeeth cannot be narrated 

from him and it does not behove any person to record Hadeeth from 

him.” 

The son of Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal LSA&h Saalih bin Ahmad 
’MXhj, narrates the following: 

I once mentioned to my father that some people claim to 
have love for Yazeed. On hearing this, my father replied, “0 my 
son! Can any person who believes in Allah and the last day 
possibly love Yazeed?” I thereafter asked my father, “0 my 
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father! Why do you not curse him?” My father replied, “0 my 
son! When did you ever see your father cursing someone?” 1 

N.B. There are different reports narrated from Imaam Ahmad 
regarding Yazeed. Some reports establish that he was 
displeased with him but did not curse him, while other reports 
establish that he did curse him. 

The son of Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal reports: I once 
said to my father, Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal, “Some people 
mention that they love Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah.” Imaam Ahmad 
bin Hambal responded by saying, “Is it permissible for 

anyone who believes in Allah to have love for Yazeed? And why 
should a person not curse the one whom Allah himself has 
cursed in His Kitaab (i.e. the Quraan)?” I then said to my father, 
“And where did Allah curse Yazeed in the Quraan?” Imaam 
Ahmad bin Hambal recited the verse of the Quraan: 




y r^> flpz T 'Jl UJT Ji 


Then if you turn away and commit mischief in the earth and sever 
kinship , then those are the ones whom Allah has cursed and made them 
deaf and blind from the truth. 2 
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After mentioning the incident of Harrah and the Hadeeth of Nabi 
which mentions that Allah Ta’ala has cursed the 
person who oppresses and puts the people of Madeenah 
Munawwarah into fear, Allaamah Ibnu Katheer mentions 

the following: 

“The scholars who permit the cursing of Yazeed have 
deduced its permissibility from this Hadeeth 1 as well as other 
similar Ahaadeeth. The permissibility of cursing Yazeed has also 
been narrated from Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal and many 

eminent Hambali scholars, the likes of Khallaal Safest, Abu Bakr 
Abdul Azeez ’MXhj, Qaadhi Abu Ya’laa &'\Xhj and his son, Qaadhi 
Abul Husain have preferred this view. Abul Faraj ibnul 

Jowzi has authored a treatise which discusses this subject 
exclusively in which he has mentioned that cursing Yazeed is 
permissible.” 2 


11. The View of Imaam Abu Bakr 
Jassaas Hanafi (Demise: 370 Hijri) 

Imaam Abu Bakr Jassaas &'fessj has written in Ahkaamul Quraan: 

“After the first four khulafaa (had passed away), the 
Sahaabah would also wage jihaad against the kuffaar 
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under the leadership of faasiq leaders. Hence Hazrat Abu Ayyoob 
Ansaari waged jihaad with the accursed Yazeed.” 1 


12. The View of Ibnu Hazm Zaahiri 
SStosJ (Demise: 456 Hijri) 

Ibnu Hazm Zaahiri ’MX&j has written the following regarding 
Yazeed in Jamharatu Ansaabil Arab: 

Yazeed, Ameerul Mu’mineen, was responsible for atrocities in 
Islam. He killed the people of Madeenah Munawwarah, the most 
eminent of personalities and the Sahaabah who had lived 

until the occasion of Harrah towards the end of his rule. He killed 
Hazrat Husain and members of the Ahle Bayt in the 

beginning of his rule. He laid siege to Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 
in the Musjidul Haraam and violated the sanctity of the 
Ka’bah and Islam. Allah therefore took his life in those days. He 
had waged jihaad against Constantinople and laid siege to it in 
the days of his father’s rule. 2 

Ibnu Hazm Zaahiri has also written the following: 

Allegiance was pledged at the hands of Yazeed bin 
Mu’aawiyah on the demise of his father. His appellation was Abu 


1 This statement of Imaam Abu Bakr Jassaas bshjg is in reference to the jihaad 
that occurred during the lifetime of Hazrat Mu’aawiya icZj$£s£ against the 
kuffaar in Constantinople. Hazrat Abu Ayoob Ansaari !£!$£?£ was part of the 
army. The Ameer appointed over that army in the lifetime of Hazrat 
Mu’aawiyah was Yazeed. (> o t/f jTpJ' 
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Khaalid. Hazrat Husain bin Ali bin Abu Taalib and Hazrat 

Abdullah bin Zubair both refused to pledge allegiance to 

him. As for Hazrat Husain he went to Kufah but was killed 

before he could enter it. After the murder of Hazrat Uthmaan 
his death was the third calamity of Islam. Alternatively, it 
was the fourth calamity of Islam after the murder of Hazrat 
Umar and a great damage to Islam as through his murder 

the Muslims were subjected to open oppression. As for Hazrat 
Abdullah bin Zubair he sought refuge in Makkah 

Mukarramah until Yazeed sent his armies to wage war against 
Makkah Mukarramah, the Haram of Allah, and Madeenah 
Munawwarah, the Haram of Rasulullah yYjjchhhp?. Yazeed then 
killed those who remained from the Muhaajireen and the Ansaar 
on the occasion of Harrah. This was also one of the 
greatest calamities and damages to befall Islam as the 
distinguished Muslims, the remainder of the Sahaabah 
and the best of Muslims from the Taabi’een 53were killed 
oppressively - both in war and after being captured. The horses 
roamed in the blessed Musjid of Rasulullah defecating 

and urinating in the rowdhah between his Mubaarak grave and 
mimbar. Neither was Salaah performed in congregation in the 
Musjid of Rasulullah nor was anybody in it besides 

Hazrat Sa’eed bin Musayyib for he never left the Musjid. In 
fact, had Amr bin Uthmaan bin Affaan and Marwaan bin 

Hakam not testified before the criminal, Muslim bin Uqbah, that 
Hazrat Sa’eed bin Musayyib was a madman, he would have 
killed him. The people were forced to pledge allegiance to Yazeed 
bin Mu’aawiyah on their being his slaves. If he wished, he could 
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sell them and if he so wished, he could set them free. Somebody 
suggested to Muslim bin Uqbah that they instead pledge 
allegiance on the law of the Quraan and the Sunnah of Rasulullah 
due to which Muslim bin Uqbah commanded that he 
be executed. He was thus captured and killed. This criminal 
completely destroyed the sanctity of Islam, looted and pillaged 
Madeenah Munawwarah for three days and treated the Sahaabah 
of Rasulullah with scorn and disdain. Hands were 

raised against them and their homes were raided and ransacked. 

This army then went to Makkah Mukarramah where they laid 
siege to the city and used a catapult to fire rocks at the Ka’bah. 
The person responsible for this was Husain bin Numair As- 
Sakooni who was now in charge of the Syrian army. He came to 
be in charge of the army because the criminal, Muslim bin Uqbah 
(who was initially commanding the army), passed away three 
nights after the occurrence of Harrah and appointed Husain bin 
Numair as commander in his place. 

Allah Ta’ala then seized Yazeed as one who is All-powerful 
and capable seizes. Yazeed thus died between two to three 
months after the occurrence of Harrah. On his demise, the 
armies of Syria retreated from Makkah Mukarramah. Yazeed 
passed away in the 64 th year after Hijrah when half of Rabeeul 
Awwal had elapsed at the age of thirty-plus years. His mother 
was Maysoon, the daughter of Bahdal from the tribe of Banu 
Kalb, and he ruled for three years, eight months and a few days. 1 
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13. The View of Imaam Baihaqi SSfej 
(Demise: 458 Hijri) 

Imaam Baihaqi ’MXhj narrates: 

When Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan (the brother of Hazrat 

Mu’aawiyah was governor over Shaam, the people 

engaged in jihaad and acquired booty and were victorious. 
Among the spoils of war was a beautiful slave girl who fell into 
the share of one of the Muslims. Shortly after, Yazeed bin Abi 
Sufyaan had taken this slave girl for himself from the 

soldier in whose share she had fallen. Hazrat Abu Zarr Ghifaari 
was in Shaam at that time and this soldier went to him 
and sought his assistance in recovering his slave girl from Hazrat 
Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan Hazrat Abu Zarr thus went 

to Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan with the man and thrice 

instructed Hazrat Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan to return the 

slave girl to him. Hazrat Abu Zarr thereafter said, “Alas! By 
Allah! If you take the slave girl from this soldier unjustly then 
know that I have heard Rasulullah saying, ‘The first 

person to change my blessed Sunnah will be a man from Banu 
Umayyah.’” Saying this, Hazrat Abu Zarr turned and began 

to walk away. Hazrat Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan quickly 

followed him and asked, “I beg you in the name of Allah! Tell me, 
do you think that I will be the person who is referred to in this 
Hadeeth?” Hazrat Abu Zarr replied, “No.” after which 
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Hazrat Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan returned the slave girl to 

the man. 1 
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After narrating the above incident, Imaam Baihaqi 
mentioned, “Hazrat Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan the Sahaabi 

of Rasulullah was the leader of the armies of Shaam in 

the era of Hazrat Abu Bakr !&£$££ and Hazrat Umar He is 

not intended as being the person referred to in this Hadeeth who 
will change the Deen and the Sunnah. However, there was 
another person from the Banu Umayyah who shared the same 
name. He was Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah and it seems that he was 
the one referred to in the Hadeeth of Rasulullah 


14. The View of Qaadhi Abu Ya’laa 
Mowsili (Demise: 458 Hijri) 

Qaadhi Abu Ya’laa ZtiXhj has written a kitaab in which he 
discusses the permissibility of cursing people. When mentioning 
the various people whom it is permissible to curse, he mentioned 
Yazeed and said: 
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The person who refrains from cursing him is either unaware of 
the permissibility, or he is a munaafiq who wishes to give the 
impression that he is unaware. 1 


15. The View of Shaikh Ebrahim bin 
Ismail (Demise: 534 Hijri) 

Imaam Taahir bin Ahmad bin Abdur Rasheed Bukhaari Hanafi 
SSthe author of Khulaastul Fataawa, has mentioned that he 
heard Shaikh Qiwaamud Deen Sifaari Safest quoting his father, 
Shaikh Ebrahim bin Ismail (Demise: 534 Hijri), who was a 

contemporary of Imaam Ghazaali &'and the ustaaz of Qaadhi 
Khan MXbj, as mentioning, “Do not curse Hazrat Mu’aawiyah 
As for Yazeed, there is no harm in cursing him. 2 

16. The View of Qaadhi Iyaadh Maaliki 

(Demise: 544 Hijri) 

Rasulullah has mentioned in a Hadeeth recorded by 

both Imaam Bukhaari and Imaam Muslim that Allah 

Ta’ala will “melt and dissolve” (destroy) the person who 
harbours ill intentions for the people of Madeenah Munawwarah 
just as salt dissolves in water. Commenting on this Hadeeth, 
Qaadhi Iyaadh ’MXhj mentioned: 
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“We see this Hadeeth manifesting in the perishing of the might 
and power of those people who waged war against Madeenah 
Munawwarah in the time of the Banu Umayyah rulers. Some of 
these people were Muslim bin Uqbah, who was destroyed on his 
return from Madeenah Munawwarah, and the person who had 
sent him, Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah, who also died shortly 
thereafter.” 1 


17. The View of Allaamah Ibnul Jowzi 
(Demise: 597 Hijri) 

Abu Shaamah has mentioned: 

Ibnul Jowzi ’M&tj was once asked regarding the cursing of 
Yazeed. In reply, he said, “Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal SjffiCfcj 
permitted the cursing of Yazeed. As for us, we say that we do not 
have any love for him, on account of what he did to the blessed 
grandson of Rasulullah his carrying the family of 

Rasulullah to Shaam on the backs of camels as 

prisoners and his audacity and boldness against Allah and His 
Rasul yYjchhiJp. If you are happy with the benefit of our 
statement ‘We do not have any love for him’ then well and good. 
If not, then we will refer you to the original answer i.e. it is 
permissible to curse Yazeed.” 2 
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18. The View of Allaamah Ibnul Atheer 
Shaafi’ee (Demise: 630 Hijri) 

When the heads of Hazrat Husain and his companions 

(comprising of the Ahle Bayt, Sahaabah and Taabi’een 

9~j) were severed from their bodies, they were brought before 
Yazeed. The daughters of Hazrat Husain as well as the 

women and the children who were present with him caught 
sight of the heads and began to weep and cry. Yazeed bin 
Mu’aawiyah addressed the daughters of Husain and said, 

“Your father had brought this upon himself.” Yazeed bin 
Mu’aawiya did not treat the family of Hazrat Husain 
kindly. 1 


19. The View of Ibnu Salaah SiJtog 
(Demise: 643 Hijri) 

Ibnu Salaah ’MXhj has mentioned the following: 

People have split into three groups regarding Yazeed. The 
first group consists of those who love and support him, the 
second consists of those who revile and curse him and the third 
consists of those who are moderate, they neither love and 
support him nor curse and revile him. The stance of the third 
group is correct and it is their view that should be adhered to. 

After recording this statement of Ibnu Salaah Allaamah 
Zahabi ’MXhj said the following: 
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I do not think that the first group exists today. In general, what 
has been reported regarding (the evil outcome of) those who 
attacked and killed Hazrat Husain indicates to the fact that 
this group had lost their Imaan and did not regard the status of 
Nubuwwat to be important. How serious indeed this is! How pure 
then are those who protected the Sharee’ah at that time and 
reinforced its structure until their rule ended! The Hadeeth of 
Rasulullah in which he said, “The destruction of my 

Ummah is (going to take place) at the hands of youngsters of the 
Quraish” is taken to have been referring to the behaviour of the 
Umayyad rulers and their governors with the Ahle Bayt. 1 


20. The View of Mufassir Qurtubi 
(Demise: 671 Hijri) 

After mentioning the Hadeeth in which Rasulullah 
foretold that the destruction of his Ummah would take place at 
the hands of youngsters of the Quraish, Allaamah Qurtubi 
mentioned the following: 

It seems as if the youngsters referred to by Rasulullah 
- and Allah knows best - were Yazeed, Ubaidullah bin 
Ziyaad and all other similar youngsters of the Banu Umayyah. It 
was at the hands of these youngsters that the family of 
Rasulullah was killed and taken captive and the 

eminent personalities of the Muhaajireen, Ansaar and other 
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Sahaabah jwere killed in Makkah Mukarramah, Madeenah 
Munawwarah and other places. 1 

Allaamah Qurtubi then went on to mention: 

In essence, the Banu Umayyah directly opposed the bequest 
of Rasulullah by ill treating and opposing his family 

and Ummah. They shed their blood, took their women and 
children as prisoners, destroyed their homes, ignored and 
rejected their virtue and lofty position and regarded it as 
permissible to curse and swear them. In this manner, they 
opposed the bequest of Rasulullah by destroying his 

beloved family. How ashamed they will be when they stand 
before him on the Day of Qiyaamah! How humiliated they will be 
when they are presented before him! 


21. The View of Allaamah Ibnu 
Taimiyyah Hambali (Demise: 728 Hijri) 

Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah was born in the khilaafat of Hazrat 
Uthmaan He did not meet Rasulullah jb;and was 

not from amongst the Sahaabah with consensus of all the 

Ulama. He was also not from those who were famous for their 
piety and righteousness... 

During his reign of khilaafat there were a few major events 
that occurred: 

The first was the killing of Hazrat Husain i&lffi&j. Yazeed 
neither gave the instruction for the killing of Hazrat Husain 
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nor did he express pleasure over his killing. He neither 
poked at the teeth of Hazrat Husain with a stick, nor did 

he carry the head of Hazrat Husain to Syria. However, he 

did command for Hazrat Husain to be stopped and for him 
to be prevented from ruling, even if it meant fighting him... 
However, despite this, he did not object to the killing of Hazrat 
Husain nor did he take revenge on his behalf, whereas 

avenging the blood of Hazrat Husain was compulsory 

upon him. The people of haqq and the Ulama therefore 
reproached him for leaving out his obligation. Similarly, they 
reproached him for other wrongs which he was involved in. As 
far as his opposition was concerned, they had attributed things 
to him that were not true. 

The second great event was when the people of Madeenah 
Munawwarah broke off their allegiance to Yazeed and removed 
his governor and people. He then sent an army to them, and 
commanded the leader of the army that if they do not obey him 
after three days, he should resort to the sword and attack them 
for three days. His army thus remained in Madeenah 
Munawwarah for three days killing, looting and raping the 
women. He thereafter sent an army to Makkah Mukarramah 
where they besieged the city. Yazeed had then passed away while 
they were laying siege to the city. This is from those evil and 
oppressive actions that were done in his time with his command. 
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It is therefore the belief of the Ahlus Sunnah and the leaders of 
the Ummah that neither should Yazeed be cursed, nor should he 
be loved i.e. we do not curse him, nor do we love him. 1 

Allaamah Ibnu Taimiyyah has also written: 

When the Leader of the Moguls, Bowlaai, came to Damascus, 
we engaged in a few discussions and among the issues we 
discussed was the issue of Yazeed. He asked me, “What is your 
view regarding Yazeed?” I replied, “We neither curse him nor 
love him, as neither was he a pious person deserving of our love, 
nor do we curse and revile any Muslim in specific.” Bowlaai then 
asked me, “Why do you not curse him? Was he not a tyrant 
oppressor? Did he not kill Hazrat Husain To this I 

replied, “When oppressors such as Hajjaaj bin Yusuf and other 
similar people are mentioned, then we say the same thing which 
Allah Ta’ala says in the Quraan Kareem, “Behold! The curse of 
Allah is upon the oppressors!” We do not like to curse any person 
in specific. Some Ulama have cursed Yazeed in specific, and this 
is an issue in which the Aalim will employ and follow his 
personal ijtihaad. However, the view of refraining from cursing a 
person in specific is preferred and more beloved to us. 

As for those who killed Hazrat Husain or assisted in his 

killing, or expressed happiness over his killing are concerned, 
then such people have incurred the curse of Allah Ta’ala, the 
Angels and all the people. Allah Ta’ala will neither accept their 
fardh nor nafl actions.” 
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Bowlaai thereafter asked me, “Do you not love the Ahle Bayt (the 
blessed family of Rasulullah ]£>)?” I replied, “We love 

them, and we regard having love for them to be a compulsory 
duty through which one will gain great reward.” 1 


22. The View of Allaamah Zahabi 
Shaafi’ee (Demise: 748 Hijri) 

Yazeed is among those personalities whom we neither curse nor 
love. 2 

Allaamah Zahabi has written the following in Siyar 

A’alaamin Nubalaa: 

“Yazeed, the son of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah was a Naasibi 

who was foul mouthed, cruel and barbaric. He would consume 
intoxicants and perpetrate numerous wrongs and evils. He 
commenced his rule with the killing of Hazrat Husain %£!$$££ and 
terminated it with the incident of Harrah due to which many 
cursed him. He never enjoyed any form of barakah in his life and 
there were numerous people - such as the people of Madeenah 
Munawwarah - who, after the martyrdom of Hazrat Husain 
rose against Yazeed.” 3 

Allaamah Zahabi (rahimahullah) has written in Meezaanul 
I’tidaal: 
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Yazeed is criticized by the Muhadditheen in regards to his 
integrity and reliability and Hadeeth should not be narrated 
from him. Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal &fesj has mentioned that it 
is not appropriate for Hadeeth to be narrated from him . 1 


23. The View of Allaamah Ibnu 
Katheer Shaafi’ee (Demise: 774 
Hijri) 

Ibnu Katheer &\Xbj, after negating many things that were 
incorrectly attributed to Yazeed, mentioned that this is true that 
Yazeed used to persist in lustful pleasures and at times, would 
leave out performing Salaah and most of the time would make 
his Salaah qadha . 2 

After mentioning the incident of Harrah and the Hadeeth of 
Nabi which mentions that Allah Ta’ala has cursed the 

person who oppresses and puts the people of Madeenah 
Munawwarah into fear, Allaamah Ibnu Katheer mentions 

the following: 

“The scholars who permit the cursing of Yazeed have 
deduced its permissibility from this Hadeeth as well as other 
similar Ahaadeeth. The permissibility of cursing Yazeed has also 
been narrated from Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal ’’MXzZj and many 
eminent Hambali scholars, the likes of Khallaal Abu Bakr 
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Abdul Azeez ’MXhj, Qaadhi Abu Ya’laa and his son, Qaadhi 
Abul Husain have preferred this view. Abul Faraj ibnul 

Jowzi ZtiXhj has authored a treatise which discusses this subject 
exclusively in which he has mentioned that cursing Yazeed is 
permissible.” 1 


24. The View of Allaamah Taftaazaani 
HanafiSSfe^ (Demise: 791 Hijri) 

Yazeed was pleased with the assassination of Husain In 

fact, he was delighted at his assassination and the disgrace that 
the Ahle Bayt (the family of Rasulullah suffered). This 

is proven from abundant reports and narrations the sum total of 
which reaches the level of tawaatur (i.e. it is proven through 
such an overwhelming number of reports and narrations that it 
is absolutely undeniable) though each narration individually 
holds the position of a khabr-e-waahid narration. Our viewpoint 
regarding Yazeed is let alone the evil actions he was involved in, 
even his Imaan was such that we fear for it. May the curse of 
Allah be upon him and those that assisted him (in the killing of 
Hazrat Husain and other evils). 2 
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25. The View of Allaamah Ibnu 
Khaldoon Sjfcsg (Demise: 808 Hijri) 

The historian, Ibnu Khaldoon, writes: 

When it was seen that the condition of Yazeed was one of fisq 
(immorality and blatant, open sinning), there was, regarding 
him, a difference of opinion among the Sahaabah jIt is 
important to note that the difference of opinion was not 
regarding whether or not Yazeed was a faasiq, because his fisq, at 
this point, was not something that still needed to be proven or 
verified. The difference of opinion was regarding the manner in 
which they should deal with this faasiq. There was therefore one 
group of Sahaabah who were of the view that they should 

rise against Yazeed and break the pledges of allegiance due to his 
immoral ways and open sinning. This group followed the stance 
of Hazrat Husain and Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 

who did not pledge from the very beginning. There was a second 
group of Sahaabah who were against the idea of an 

uprising. They were not against it because they had any doubts 
or reservations regarding Yazeed being a faasiq. Rather, they 
were not in favour of an uprising because they knew it would 
result in fighting, fitnah and bloodshed. It was due to this very 
fear that this group of Sahaabah avoided rising against 

Yazeed and instead engaged in making dua for his guidance and 
for the Muslims to be saved from him. The view of both groups of 
Sahaabah was based on ijtihaad and it is impermissible for 
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anyone to speak out against them. May Allah Ta’ala grant us the 
ability to follow them - Aameen . 1 


26. The View of the Author of Fataawa 
Bazzaaziyah (Demise: 827 Hijri) 

Imaam Muhammad bin Muhammad bin Shihaab Kurduri Hanafi 
MXhj has mentioned the following in Fataawa Bazzaaziyah: 

“The correct opinion is that Yazeed may be cursed as his kufr 
is well known and the heinousness of his atrocities and evil are 
established through tawaatur . 2 


^L>1 wbjj (3 ‘-i-’-b*- L* oLu cii jP~U 

^Jj (JwLP'l a3L$ y* *Jp a)1 <up Aiil a>jL*j» y^ oi .libi® 

l_4 w\jjj <3 0~L>- LLj a&Ii^- A^i ^ ^ c^oLSj y* 3^3 aip £[&* (3 AjLp>- 

U5" y* y^ a ’3 4-Jp ^3j^ y* ^ ^ AlLi 3 ^ ^ ^^ 

ajliaJI a*® Li. dial y» ^ ^:*3 ciJ-ta 3 L^^jtJl y*3 Lo. ^:p auI y^j jojJl <UJl ~Lpj 

dr 4 




4jUs2P 


•XjJj aS^Ji 0*^ Aj 

‘,_ -kjjj ^jP ^j^jL® ^ ^UL» (3 Lisj aSj^>i ^ i? p' 4...^P ^ y*ij^ 

^!p j^jl> oL*i ol^"" al* a>-1^JIj oIw\j2> ^.IpjJI ^)p j^*LSIj 

Oj-kL>- pl-Ald^L) Aiil AJj^ita j3-l L$j^~3 c3 ^JkJ-s^ULa-® ^ruj^yjJl wh>-l 

(tuA 
rtt/n A-jtn isy* x 


148 



27. The View of Haafiz Ibnu Hajar 
Asqalaani Shaafi’ee & (Demise: 852 
Hijri) 

Haafiz Ibnu Hajar Asqalaani has written under the 

commentary of the Hadeeth of Constantinople: 

“This Hadeeth proves that it is permissible to wage jihaad 
under all rulers as this Hadeeth praises those who waged jihaad 
against Caesarea despite them being under the command of 
Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah and Yazeed was Yazeed.” (Through this 
statement of Haafiz Ibnu Hajar it becomes clear that he 

was referring to Yazeed’s involvement in sins and crimes . 1 


28. The View of Allaamah Suyuti 
Shaafi’ee (Demise: 911 Hijri) 

Yazeed became very happy after the killing of Hazrat Husain 
at Karbala, but put up an act and began to cry out of the 
fear that the Sahaabah Taabi’een and the Ummah 

would criticize him and blame him . 2 
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29. The View of Allaamah Ibnu Hajar 
Makki Shaafi’ee (Demise: 974 
Hijri) 

Allaamah Ibnu Hajar Makki SjffiCssj has mentioned: 

“The Ahlus Sunnah wal Jamaa’ah have differed regarding 
whether or not it is permissible to declare Yazeed as a kaafir.” 

Allaamah Ibnu Hajar Makki then explains: 

“If you suppose him to be a Muslim then he was an evil, 
drunkard, tyrant faasiq. After unanimously agreeing to the fact 
that Yazeed was a faasiq, the Ahlus Sunnah have next differed 
regarding whether or not it is permissible to curse him by 
name.” 1 


30. The View of Mullah Ali Qaari SSfcsg 
(Demise: 1014 Hijri) 

Mullah Ali Qaari has made his opinion of Yazeed known by 
counting him among those khulafaa who were oppressive 
tyrants. This can be clearly seen from his writings in his kitaab 
“Sharh Fiqh Akbar”. 2 
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31. The View of Hazrat Mujaddid Alf 
Thaani Hanafi & fife; (Demise: 1034 
Hijri) 

Hazrat Mujaddid Alf Thaani ’MXhj has mentioned: 

“The wretched Yazeed was not from among the Sahaabah 
jand who could ever dispute the extent of his 
wretchedness? The atrocities for which he is responsible are so 
vile that not even a kaafir could have carried them out. Some 
Ulama have adopted a neutral stance regarding cursing him. This 
is not because they are happy with Yazeed but rather because 
they keep the possibility before them that he perhaps repented 
before passing away.” 1 

32. The View of Shaikh Muhaddith 
Abdul Haqq Dehlawi Hanafi 4 j 
(Demise: 1052 Hijri) 

Muhaddith Abdul Haqq Dehlawi has mentioned the 

following in Takmeelul Imaan: 

“It is the way of the Ahlus Sunnah that they do not generally 
involve themselves in cursing and reviling people, as believers 
have not been created for this purpose. The Ahlus Sunnah would 
not even curse a disbeliever due the possibility that he perhaps 
brought Imaam before passing away - unless the kufr of that 
disbeliever was proven with yaqeen. 
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When it is not the way of the Ahlus Sunnah to curse people, some 
of them have adopted a neutral stance regarding the cursing of 
the wretched Yazeed whereas others have gone to the other 
extreme of expressing happiness and love for him. In 
justification, they state that he was the unanimously elected 
leader of the Muslims and it was thus binding on Hazrat Husain 
X to express submission before him. We seek the protection 
of Allah Ta’ala from ever entertaining the notion and belief that 
Yazeed was the khaleefah while Hazrat Husain still lived! 

When were the Muslims ever unanimous regarding Yazeed being 
the khaleefah? After all, a group of Sahaabah together 

with their children had risen against him and rejected the 

legitimacy of his rule. Yes, there was a group from Madeenah 
Munawwarah who were compelled to go to him and on receiving 
them, Yazeed showered them with lavish gifts and entertained 
them with the best of foods. When this group came to know of 
Yazeed’s evil ways and corrupt condition, they returned to 
Madeenah Munawwarah and immediately broke their pledges of 
allegiance to him, clearly announcing to the people of Madeenah 
Munawwarah that Yazeed was the enemy of Allah Ta’ala, a 
drunkard, a person who does not perform Salaah, a fornicator, a 
faasiq and a person who tries to legalise what Allah Ta’ala has 
made haraam. 

There exists yet another group who claim that Yazeed 
neither instructed that Hazrat Husain be killed, nor was he 
pleased with his killing and the killing of the other individuals of 
the Ahle Bayt and nor did he ever express any happiness over 
these occurrences. This view is absolutely incorrect and rejected. 
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How could this corrupt view ever be correct when his animosity 
for the Ahle Bayt, his celebration of their murder and most 
especially, his humiliating and disgracing them are all matters 
which have been established to the point of tawaatur-e- 
ma’nawi? 

Another group of people claim that killing Hazrat Husain 
was a major sin because it is a major sin to unjustly kill 
any Muslim in general. However, kufr and cursing are things 
which are specific to disbelievers. Thus Yazeed should not be 
cursed as he was a believer. 

I just wish to know what answer all these misguided groups 
will give to the Ahaadeeth of Rasulullah which 

explicitly state that humiliating, harming and harbouring 
animosity and enmity for Hazrat Faatimah and her family 

is, in actual fact, humiliating, harming and harbouring enmity 
for Rasulullah himself. Furthermore, the demand of 

the Aayah “Those who annoy Allah and His Messenger - Allah 
has cursed them in this world and in the Hereafter, and has 
prepared for them a humiliating punishment.” is that these 
people are undoubtedly kaafir which is the reason for them 
being cursed in the Hereafter and remaining in hell for 
eternity.” 1 
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33. The View of Shah Waliyyullah 
Hanafi (Demise: 1176 Hijri) 

Shah Waliyyullah has written in Hujjatullahil Baalighah: 

“The callers to misguidance were Yazeed in Shaam and Mukhtaar 
in Iraq.” 1 

Hazrat Shah Waliyyullah has also written the following: 

There is consensus that people who were hypocrites and 
faasiqs existed even during the golden eras of Islam. Among 
them were Hajjaaj, Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah and Mukhtaar. 2 


34. The View of Allaamah Bahrul 
Uloom Lukhnowi Hanafi 
(Demise: 1225 Hijri) 

Allaamah Muhammad bin Nizaamud Deen Lukhnowi Safest has 
written the following in Fawaatihur Rahamoot, Sharh 
Musallamuth Thuboot: 

“And the son of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah Yazeed, was from 

the most despicable of faasiqs and was far from ever being 
worthy of leadership. In fact, there is even doubt regarding his 
Imaan - May Allah Ta’ala disgrace him! - and the acts which he 
perpetrated are well known to be abhorrent and reprehensible.” 3 
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35. The View of Allaamah Aaloosi 
(Demise 1270 Hijri) 

Allaamah Aaloosi has written the following in Roohul 

Ma’aani: 

I am confident that the wretched Yazeed did not believe in 
the prophethood of Rasulullah The crimes which he 

perpetrated against the people of the haram of Allah Ta’ala and 
the haram of Rasulullah the crimes which he carried 

out against the pure family of Rasulullah and all the 

other atrocities for which he was responsible indicate to the fact 
that he did not have Imaan, just as a person casting a page of the 
Qur’aan Shareef into a pile of dirt would indicate to the person’s 
lack of Imaan. I know that the condition and affairs of Yazeed 
were not hidden from the eminent Muslims of that period. 
However, they were powerless and helpless and could do nothing 
but adopt patience as Allah Ta’ala brought about what He had 
decreed. If the wretched Yazeed was hypothetically a Muslim, 
then he was a Muslim who perpetrated such an array of major 
sins that the extent and number of these sins in indeed 
inexplicable. My view is that it is permissible to curse Yazeed and 
others like him by specifically taking their names, even though it 
is unimaginable that there could have been other faasiqs like 
him. It is apparent that Yazeed did not repent for his sins and 
furthermore, the possibility of his repentance is even weaker 
than the possibility of his Imaan. He will be with Ibnu Ziyaad, 
Ibnu Sa’d and the rest of their group. May the curse of Allah 
Ta'ala be upon all of them, all those who assisted them, all those 
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who were of their group and all those who show any support for 
them, until the Day of Qiyaamah and so long as there is an eye to 
cry over Abu Abdillah, Hazrat Husain 

36. The View of Hazrat Moulana Abdul 
Hayy Lukhnowi (Demise: 1304 
Hijri) 

Some people claim that after the demise of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah 
Yazeed had become the leader through the unanimous 
acceptance of the Muslims and it was thus incumbent on Hazrat 
Husain £to obey him and submit before him. What they do 
not realize, however, is that when Hazrat Husain was 

opposing the leadership of Yazeed, then how can it be said that 
the Muslims were unanimous? In fact, there was an entire group 
of Sahaabah (besides Hazrat Husain who together with 

their children, refused to submit to Yazeed. Furthermore, many 
people who had initially accepted his leadership, on learning of 
his drinking wine, foregoing Salaah and committing adultery, 
later on broke their pledges of allegiance to him in Madeenah 
Munawwarah. 

Those who claim that Yazeed neither gave the command for 
Hazrat Husain to be killed nor expressed happiness over 

his death are incorrect. In this regard, Allaamah Taftaazaani 
JShas written, “Yazeed was pleased with the assassination of 
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Husain In fact, he was delighted over his assassination 

and the disgrace that the Ahle Bayt (the family of Rasulullah 
suffered. This is proven through abundant reports and 
narrations, the sum total of which reach the level of tawaatur 
(i.e. it is proven through such a number of overwhelming reports 
and narrations that it is absolutely undeniable), though each 
narration individually holds the position of a khabr-e-waahid 
narration. 

Some people say that although killing Hazrat Husain 
was a major sin, it was not an act which necessitated Yazeed 
losing his Imaan, and thus he should not be cursed as only 
disbelievers may be cursed. What these people fail to ponder 
over, however, is that whether or not Yazeed lost his Imaan is 
merely one issue. What about the evil consequence he must 
surely face for causing harm to Rasulullah (by harming 

his beloved family)? Allah Ta’ala has stated regarding such 
people in the Quraan Kareem, “Indeed those who harm Allah and 
his Rasool Allah has cursed them in the Dunya and in 

the Aakhirah, and He has prepared a severe punishment for 
them.” 

One group of people claim that since the condition of Yazeed, 
at the time of his death, is unknown to us, it is possible that he 
had repented before passing away. Imaam Ghazaali ’MXhj, in his 
kitaab, Ihyaau Uloomid Deen, has also shown some inclination to 
this view. What this group should understand, however, is that 
this is merely a possibility and nothing more. Otherwise, the 
wretched Yazeed perpetrated crimes that are so vile and heinous 
in nature that perhaps nobody in the Ummah has ever 
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committed these crimes before. After killing Hazrat Husain 
ilsihJh and humiliating the Ahle Bayt, he dispatched an army to 
lay ruin to Madeenah Munawwarah and kill its residents. On 
account of this, neither was azaan called out nor was any Salaah 
performed in Musjid-e-Nabawi Yazeed thereafter 

dispatched his army to the Haram in Makkah Mukarramah and it 
was due to this army (the army of Shaam who followed the way 
of Yazeed) that Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair was eventually 

martyred in the Haram. It was while Yazeed was involved in 
atrocities such as these that he met his end and died. After his 
death, his own son, Hazrat Mu’aawiyah stood on the 

mimbar and publicly denounced and criticized his father for the 
crimes which he had committed. 

There are some people who, without any hesitation, regard 
the cursing of Yazeed to be permissible. Imaam Ahmad bin 
Hambal M&f, and other Ulama had cursed Yazeed and Ibnul 
Jowzi has narrated the permissibility of cursing from a 

group of the Salaf (pious predecessors) in his kitaab. Similarly, 
Allaamah Taftaazaani ’MXhj cursed both Yazeed and those who 
assisted him. 

There is also a group of people who maintain complete 
silence regarding the issue of Yazeed. They neither speak against 
him nor in his favour. 

The best path to adopt, however, is the path of neither 
making dua for the forgiveness of this evil person, by using 
words of “rahimahullah” and other such words, nor defiling our 
tongues by cursing him, as only disbelievers should be cursed 
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and also, there will not be any harm if a person refrains from 
cursing a disbeliever - or even Shaitaan for that matter. 1 


37. The View of Hazrat Moulana Abdul 
Haqq Haqqaani - The Author of 
Tafseer-e-Haqqaani (Demise: 1336 
Hijri) 

Hazrat Moulana Abdul Haqq Haqqaani &?<&> writes: 

After Hazrat Mu’aawiyah his son, the wretched 

Yazeed, became ruler in his place. 

Hazrat Moulana Abdul Haqq Haqqaani ’MXhj further wrote: 

What doubt is there regarding this wretched person (Yazeed) 
being totally bereft of Deen? 2 
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Views of Ulama of the Recent 
Past 

38. The View of Hazrat Moulana 
Salaamatullah Saheb Kashfi SSfcjg 

Hazrat Moulana Salaamatullah Saheb Kashfi ’MXbj, the renowned 
student of Shah Abdul Azeez ’MXhj, has recorded the following in 
Tahreerush Shahaadatain: 

“There is absolutely no doubt that the wretched Yazeed had 
given the instruction for Hazrat Husain to be killed and 

also expressed joy over his death. This is the preferred view of 
the Ahlus Sunnah.” 1 


39. The View of Hazrat Moulana 
Qaasim Naanotwi Hanafi 

Hazrat Moulana Qaasim Naanotwi &IXzf, has mentioned: 
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“It is true that the Ahlus Sunnah consider the four Sahaabah 
who consecutively succeeded Rasulullah to be 

the Khulafaa-e-Raashideen. The Ahlus Sunnah do not consider 
Hazrat Mu’aawiyah !&£$££ to be one of the Khulafaa-e- 
Raashideen (as the period of the Khulafaa-e-Raashideeen had 
ended after thirty years i.e. until the khilaafat of Hazrat Ali 
Similarly, the wretched Yazeed and Abdul Malik and 
those who followed were not from among the Khulafaa-e- 
Raashideen. 2 

40. The View of Hazrat Moulana 
Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi 

When Hazrat Moulana Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi &fcsj was asked 
whether he viewed Yazeed as a kaafir or faasiq, due to killing 
Hazrat Husain he said the following: 

It is not appropriate to label a person who is a Muslim, as a 
kaafir. Yazeed had Imaan but was a faasiq on account of killing 
(Hazrat Husain 


1 The last six months was completed by Hazrat Hasan on behalf of his 

illustrious father Hazrat Ali 
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41. The View of Hazrat Moulana 
Khaleel Ahmad Sahaaranpuri 

Hazrat Moulana Khaleel Ahmad Sahaaranpuri ’MXhj writes: 

Hazrat Husain on account of either the fisq or kufr of 

Yazeed (according to the two views of the Ulama), did not at all 
regard him to be fit for the post of khilaafat. 1 


42. The View of Hazrat Mufti Azeezur 
Rahmaan Uthmaani Sfcjg 

Hazrat Mufti Azeezur Rahmaan Uthmaani bfUH; writes: 

There is no difference of opinion regarding the oppression, 
atrocities and fisq of Yazeed. 2 

43. The View of Allaamah Anwar Shah 
Kashmiri 

Allaamah Anwar Shah Kashmiri writes: 

The war which Hazrat Husain waged against Yazeed, 

the war which the people of Madeenah Munawwarah waged 
against the army of Yazeed which was under the command of 
Muslim bin Uqbah, the war which Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 
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waged against Hajjaaj and the war which the Qurraa of 
the Quraan fought against Hajjaaj in the incident of Abdur 
Rahmaan bin Ash’ath - all these wars are counted as wars which 
were fought against oppressors in order to escape their 
oppression and tyranny . 1 


44 - 45. The View of Hazrat Mufti 
Jameel Ahmad Saheb Thaanwi 
and Mufti Abdush Shakoor Tirmizi 



Hazrat Mufti Jameel Ahmad Saheb Thaanwi and Mufti 

Abdush Shakoor Tirmizi have mentioned: 

“Those who attempt to portray Yazeed as a just, righteous 
khaleefah and attempt to portray Hazrat Husain as a rebel 

are promoting a view which is false and incorrect according to 
the Ahlus Sunnah. This view could perhaps be the view of the 
Khawaarij (a deviant sect) but the beliefs of the Ahlus Sunnah do 
not accommodate and allow such views.” 2 
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46. The View of Hazrat Moulana 
Ashraf Ali Thaanwi Hanafi 

Hazrat Moulana Thaanwi mentioned: 

Yazeed was a faasiq (open sinner) and there is a difference of 
opinion regarding the status of the khilaafat of a faasiq. While 
some of the other Sahaabah jfepJoJgS viewed the khilaafat of a 
faasiq as being valid, Hazrat Husain i&lSfggj viewed it as being 
invalid. 

Under the circumstances where a faasiq ruler has such force 
and might at his disposal that it is difficult to oppose him, (as was 
the case with Yazeed) it becomes permissible to submit to him. 
However, submitting to this faasiq ruler is merely permissible 
and is not waajib and binding (due to which Hazrat Husain 
and a few other Sahaabah did not submit). 

Hazrat Husain %£!$$££ was oppressed and killed due to him 
holding firmly to the haqq. A person who is killed in a state of 
oppression is regarded as a martyr as martyrdom is not 
restricted to those who are killed while waging war against the 
kuffaar. Hence, on the basis of Hazrat Husain being killed 

in a state of oppression, we regard him to have been blessed with 
martyrdom. 

Yazeed cannot be excused for killing Hazrat Husain as 

he had no right to try to force Hazrat Husain who was a 

mujtahid, to follow and submit to him. Furthermore, there is no 
way to absolve Yazeed of his crime because Hazrat Husain 
had clearly stated before meeting his end, “I am not going to say 
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anything (there is nothing I can now say or offer which will 
appease Yazeed). He (Yazeed) is possessed by enmity and 
animosity (for myself).” Hence the basis of Yazeed killing Hazrat 
Husain was nothing more than his enmity and animosity. 1 


47. The View of Hazrat Moulana 
Husain Ahmad Madani Hanafi 

Many people have objected to Yazeed assuming the position of 
khaleefah as he was neither worthy and deserving of the 
khilaafat nor was his khilaafat based on a council of people 
appointing him. Hazrat Husain Hazrat Abdullah bin 

Zubair Hazrat Abdullah bin Abbaas and Hazrat 

Abdullah bin Umar all neither pledged allegiance at his 

hands nor accepted his khilaafat at the time he claimed to be 
khaleefah. Hazrat Mu’aawiyah had given Hazrat Hasan 

i his word that he would succeed him as the khaleefah. 
However, Hazrat Hasan £ lig&j passed away while Hazrat 
Mu’aawiyah was still alive. Hazrat Mu’aawiyah had 

not made any promise to Hazrat Husain and so Hazrat 

Mu’aawiyah in his very lifetime, took the pledge of 

allegiance from the people on behalf of his son, Yazeed, as his 
successor after his demise. The four Sahaabah mentioned 

above refused to take the pledge as it is not possible for a pledge 
to be made to two khaleefahs at the same time. After Yazeed 
assumed the position of khaleefah, he sent an army to suppress 
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those who opposed him and this was the army which laid siege 
to Madeenah Munawwarah leading to the incident of Harrah. 1 
In his Maktoobaat, Hazrat Moulana Husain Ahmad Madani 
has mentioned: 

The fisq and sinful ways of Yazeed were not exposed to 
Hazrat Mu’aawiyah as he would sin in private. Hazrat 

Mu’aawiyah was thus unaware of his sins and evil ways.” 2 


48. The View of Hazrat Mufti 
Muhammad Shafee Saheb Hanafi 

Hazrat Mufti Muhammad Shafee Saheb Sjs \X^ has mentioned: 

“Yazeed was unable to find peace and solace for even a single 
day after Hazrat Husain was martyred. The entire Islamic 

Kingdom erupted with rebellions, uprisings and people 
demanding that justice be meted to the killers of Hazrat Husain 
and his group. According to one narration, Yazeed only 
lived for two years and eight months thereafter and according to 
another narration, he only lived for three years and eight 
months. Allah Ta’ala disgraced him in this world and it was with 
disgrace that he died.” 3 
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49. The View of Hazrat Moulana 
Abdush Shakoor Lukhnowi 

Hazrat Moulana Abdush Shakoor Lukhnowi has mentioned: 

“The incident of the son of Hazrat Ali Hazrat Husain 

i which occurred at Karbala, is sufficient for us to take 
lesson. On account of refusing to pledge allegiance to one faasiq 
(Yazeed), Hazrat Husain was forced to watch as his entire 

family were slaughtered before him until he eventually gave his 
own life as well.” 1 


50. The View of Hazrat Moulana Yusuf 
Binnori 

Hazrat Moulana Yusuf Binnori has written in Ma’aarifus 

Sunan: “There is no doubt regarding the fisq of Yazeed.” 2 


51. The View of Hazrat Mufti 
Mahmood Gangohi 

The following is a fatwa of Hazrat Mufti Mahmood in reply 
to a question that was sent to him regarding Yazeed’s 
appointment of khilaafat. 
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Question: What was the reason for Hazrat Mu’aawiyah 
appointing his unworthy son, Yazeed, as the khaleefah after him 
whereas he was a person who loved luxury, constantly drank 
alcohol, indulged in zina, oppressed people and was, in general, 
an open sinner who committed many sins? 

Answer: Hazrat Mu’aawiyah at the time he decided to 

appoint his son, Yazeed, as khaleefah after him, was unaware of 
what his son’s condition would be later on (as mentioned in 
Fataawa Rasheediyah 2/10). Although Yazeed was involved in 
some sins at the time, his condition was not bad. The serious 
deterioration of his Deeni condition only occurred afterwards. 
Hence Hazrat Mu’aawiyah decided to appoint him as the 

khaleefah due to him being an extremely talented and brave 
person, though there were many other people present who were 
more pious and worthy of the khilaafat than him. In reality, it 
was Hazrat Mugheerah bin Shu’bah who initially advised 

Hazrat Mu’aawiyah to appoint Yazeed as the khaleefah 

after him. When all of this transpired many centuries ago, what 
is the point in hurling abuse at him today? 1 

Hazrat Mufti Mahmood has also mentioned: 

Hanafi Ulama have not declared Yazeed to be a kaafir. His 
condition, however, clearly shows that he was a faasiq - as seen 
in books of history. It has been reported that Imaam Ahmad bin 
Hambal &'and Allaamah Ilkiyaa Harraasi Shaafi’ee Safest had 
declared him to be a kaafir. 
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In his kitaab, Ihyaau Uloomid Deen, Imaam Ghazaali ’MXhj has 
prohibited the cursing of Yazeed - and even Shaitaan - because 
there is absolutely no benefit in cursing. Although the author of 
Sharhu Aqaaid Nasafi has permitted the cursing of Yazeed, a 
person will not be sinful if he abstains from cursing. 

The condition of Yazeed was not yet one of sin and vice when 
Hazrat Mu’aawiyah appointed him as the khaleefah. His 

condition only deteriorated afterwards. Therefore Hazrat 
Mu’aawiyah i&lSfggj cannot be blamed (as mentioned is 
Rowdhatus Safaa). 

The claim that Yazeed gave the command for Hazrat Husain 
to be killed has not been established from reliable 
narrations. The purpose of Yazeed was to capture and gain 
control of Hazrat Husain but Husain was martyred - 

innaa lillaahi wa innaa ilaihi raaji’oon. You will benefit greatly by 
studying the kitaab “Haqeeqat-e-Yazeed” written by Mufti Mahdi 
Hasan Saheb &'\Xbj . 1 


52. The View of Hazrat Moulana Qari 
Muhammad Tayyib Hanafi SSfcfcJ 

Hazrat Moulana Qari Muhammad Tayyib has mentioned: 

“When, regarding the fisq of Yazeed, there is unanimity of all 
the Sahaabah - those who had pledged allegiance to him 

and those who refused to pledge allegiance, all the A’immah 
Mujtahideen all the Ulama of sound understanding and 
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knowledge, Fuqahaa and Muhadditheen such as Allaamah 
Qastallaani Allaamah Badruddeen Aini ’MXhj, Allaamah 

Haythami ’MXhj, Allaamah Ibnul Jowzi ils \Xhj, Allaamah 
Taftaazaani Muhaqqiq Ibnu Humaam Allaamah Ibnu 

Katheer MX&j and Allaamah Ilkiyaa Harraasi - when Ulama 
of this caliber have not only mentioned that the Ulama before us 
were unanimous regarding the fisq of Yazeed but also 
themselves held the unanimous view of his fisq, then what can 
be a greater proof for the fact that Yazeed’s fisq is a matter which 
has been unanimously agreed upon?” 1 


53. View of Hazrat Moulana 
Muhammad Ameen Safdar Hanafi 



Moulana Muhammad Ameen Safdar mentions in his kitaab, 
Tajalliyaat-e-Safdar: 

When Yazeed became the ruler, the first announcement he 
made to the people was: “0 people, my father, Hazrat 
Mu’aawiyah used to send the Muslims to engage in naval 

warfare. I will not send any Muslim to fight at sea. My father, 
Hazrat Mu’aawiyah would send you to wage jihaad 

against the Romans. I will never send you to fight against them. 
Similarly, my father, Hazrat Mu’aawiyah would give you 

your allowance in three instalments. I will give it to you all at 
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once.” The people, hearing this announcement from Yazeed, 
became very pleased with Yazeed. 1 

In making this announcement, Yazeed had put a stop to 
jihaad against the disbelievers. After making this announcement, 
the first letter he sent to the governor of Madeenah 
Munawwarah was as follows: “Immediately seize Hazrat Husain 
Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar and Hazrat Abdullah bin 

Zubair $&£$££ subjecting them to severeness and roughness, 
without any consideration, until they are forced to pledge 
allegiance.” What an act of oppression it was that Yazeed 
stopped jihaad against the disbelievers in the four years of his 
rule - to the extent that his armies did not even give a single 
disbeliever as much as a nosebleed - but his armies caused the 
family of Nabi to lie bleeding in the dust! He attacked 

the people of Madeenah Munawwarah for three days during 
which the sanctity of the Haram was violated by killing and 
destroying. Not even the Haram of Makkah Mukarramah was 
spared from his attack. Every type of disbeliever lived under his 
rule. In the four years of his rule, never once was such a 
merciless order of arrest issued for even a disbeliever as it was 
for the grandson of Nabi The disbelievers under his 

rule enjoyed safety but he did not allow the leader of the youth 
of Jannah, Hazrat Husain to enjoy safety... The motivating 

factor behind the uprising of Hazrat Husain against 

Yazeed was the fisq of Yazeed and the factor behind the 
movement he started was the desire to establish a just khilaafat. 
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His struggle to establish khilaafat was not for wrong reasons, 
Allah forbid! 1 


54. View of Hazrat Moulana Abul 
Hasan Ali Nadwi 

The incidents which transpired with Hazrat Hasan and 

Husain are indeed from the great, prominent signs of 

Allah Ta’ala. Hazrat Hasan and Husain ’MXbj were, without 
a doubt, among the greatest of blessings and favours which Allah 
Ta’ala granted to Rasulullah They were also honoured 

by Rasulullah with his special love and with the 

esteemed title “The two fragrant flowers of Rasulullah 

In the light of all the historical research I have conducted, I 
conclude that the stance which Hazrat Hasan adopted 

with Hazrat Mu’aawiyah £was totally correct. Rasulullah 
had himself, on one occasion, glanced at Hazrat Hasan 
i and remarked: 



This son of mine is certainly the leader of the Ummah. There is hope 
that Allah Ta’ala will use him to reconcile between two great groups of 

the Muslims. 


on/i jji* ' 
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This statement of Rasulullah was not merely a piece of 

information regarding Hazrat Hasan Rather, Rasulullah 

was expressing his wish regarding what he should do 
in the future. Hence these words of Rasulullah to 

Hazrat Hasan were in the capacity of a Rasool of Allah 

Ta’ala to his Ummati as well as a beloved grandfather to his 
grandson. Hence Hazrat Hasan considered it to be the 

exclusive command of the Nabi of Allah Ta’ala. Therefore the 
decision he made, in the light of this command, was completely 
correct when he handed over the khilaafat to Hazrat Mu’aawiyah 
Hazrat Mu’aawiyah was the Sahaabi of Rasulullah 

one of those whom Rasulullah had selected 

to record wahi, a close and beloved relative and in reality, there 
was no justifiable reason to raise the sword and oppose him as 
marching against him with an army would have resulted in 
nothing but bloodshed. When some people who were eager to 
fight against Hazrat Mu’aawiyah Acriticized Hazrat Hasan 
for his reconciliation with Hazrat Mu’aawiyah 
saying that he had brought disgrace to them, Hazrat Hasan 
replied saying: 

jL!l J±>- jl*J| 

Disgrace is better than the fire ofjahannum. 

Similarly, when it came to the matter of Yazeed, then according 
to me, the stance of Hazrat Husain was 100% correct. In 

fact, opposing Yazeed was a responsibility which was necessary 
for Hazrat Husain to fulfil. If he did not rise against 

Yazeed, the Ummah, until Qiyaamah, would not have had a 
precedent to follow from the first era of Islam. Hence this 
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incident served to set the standard in rising and challenging the 
ruler when the wrong person came into power, when there was 
the danger of society losing its Islamic ethos and identity, when 
the ruler, rather than commanding with good and forbidding 
from evil and striving to create an environment of piety and 
purity, righteousness and the eagerness to worship Allah Ta’ala, 
instead creates the atmosphere of recreation and entertainment, 
hunting, luxury and being pleasure orientated and when the 
ruler abuses his power, authority and the wealth of the Muslims. 
If we did not have this invaluable precedent set for us, you would 
have seen all the events of Islamic History which subsequently 
occurred fitting the following poem: 

Go in that direction as that is where the wind is blowing 

People would have complacently followed whichever unworthy, 
unjust, oppressive ruler came into power and would have 
regarded themselves as absolved of any responsibility by 
blaming it on taqdeer. They would have justified their 
complacency saying, “We do not have any precedent of the first 
era whom we can follow. We do not have any worthy example to 
emulate so there is nothing which we can do.” If this had to 
happen, Islam and the unity of the Muslims would have been in 
danger as everybody would have stood back and taken the role of 
a silent spectator. 

It is for this reason that we have the precedent and example 
of Hazrat Husain to emulate. It shows us that in Islam, 

there will always be those people who will, without concern for 
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their own safety, enter the arena to challenge those unfit to rule. 
Hence if you study the history, biographies and statements of the 
various personalities who waged jihaad for the sake of upholding 
Deen, you will find that the precedent set by Hazrat Husain 
i&StigS was the motivation behind all the different movements 
and revolutions that existed throughout the different ages of 
Islam and lands of the Muslims. Whether Ameer Abdul Qaadir 
Jazaa’iri Safest, Abdul Kareem Reefi Shaikh Sinnoosi 

Shaikh Shaamil Waaghistaani ’MXhj, Sayyid Ahmad Shaheed 
&'or even Sayyid Ismail Shaheed &'it was the example 
set by Hazrat Husain which served to motivate them and 

steady their resolve. His example confirmed that what they were 
doing was neither the action of a child nor an action which was 
meant to create disunity. Rather, their action and struggle was in 
emulation of Hazrat Husain 

This phenomenon of standing up for the haqq has continued 
to this very day and age. The main leader of the Khilaafat 
Movement, which has Lucknow as one of its headquarters, is 
Raeesul Ahraar, Moulana Muhammad Ali Jowhar It was the 
desire to emulate the example of Hazrat Husain which 

burned within him as well. He sometimes says: 

I am happy to say that the message which Hazrat Husain bin Ali 
received, a message of loyalty (to Allah Ta’ala and his Rasool 
is sufficient for me. 

When the grandson of Hazrat Husain who was the son of 

Hazrat Zainul Aabideen ’MXhj, Hazrat Zaid bin Ali bin Husain 
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SjffiCfc), rose in opposition of Hishaam bin Abdul Malik (who was 
definitely a better person than Yazeed), Imaam Abu Haneefah 
’MX&j sent him ten thousand dirhams - an amount which was 
regarded as very substantial for that time and for a great 
personality like Imaam Abu Haneefah (as the primary 

occupation of Imaam Abu Haneefah was Ijtihaad and Fiqh, 
hence he knew the true position of this struggle and supported 
it). When he sent this gift, he said, “Take assistance from this 
wealth.” 

Later on, when Muhammad Zun Nafsis Zakiyyah who 

was from the progeny of Hazrat Hasan rose in opposition 

of Mansoor, the grandfather of Haaroon Rasheed and the 
founder of the Abbaasi Khilaafat in Baghdad, both Imaam Abu 
Haneefah and Imaam Maalik sided with him and sent 
him wealth. Furthermore, Imaam Abu Haneefah prohibited 
Hasan bin Qahtabah, the General of Mansoor, from fighting 
against Muhammad Zun Nafsis Zakiyyah saying, “It is not 
permissible for you to fight against Muhammad Zun Nafsis 
Zakiyyah "MXszi and his brother, Ebrahim iW&h” Muhammad 
MXhj rose in Madeenah Munawwarah and there is also a 
Hadeeth in which Rasulullah PYjaLlLjJP said, “From my progeny 
will be Muhammad Zun Nafsis Zakiyyah who will be martyred in 
Madeenah Munawwarah and Ahjaar-e-Zayt.” This prophecy of 
Rasulullah applied to him. The other brother, Ebrahim 

MXhj, rose in Baghdad. Due to the differences in time, the two 
brothers were unable to unite and fight together. Nevertheless, 
Imaam Abu Haneefah and Imaam Maalik sided with 

both and sent them both wealth. 
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If anybody has to now object and criticize Hazrat Husain 
Zaid bin Ali ’MXzf, and Muhammad Zun Nafsis Zakiyyah aX\X*X> by 
saying that their struggle was blameworthy as it was actually 
against the unity of the Muslims and had the possibility of an 
unfavourable outcome, it will amount to him claiming that he is 
a greater Mujtahid and Faqeeh, greater in piety and wishes 
better for Islam than both Imaam Abu Haneefah and 

Imaam Maalik MXjtZ). Remember that Imaam Abu Haneefah 
and Imaam Maalik were not ordinary Mujtahids and 

Faqeehs. Rather, as a student who has studied and compared 
different mazaahib, I say that throughout the centuries, you will 
never find a Faqeeh and Mujtahid who can compare to them. 
They did not view the struggles of these individuals to be a 
struggle against the appointed Islamic authority. They did not 
enquire as to whether or not they had military might and they 
did not remark that these individuals were causing disunity in 
the Ummah. On the contrary, they joined arms with them and 
fully supported them. 1 




Responses to Personalities 
Regarding Whom it is 
Understood that they were in 
Favour of Yazeed 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar $&£$££ 

Some scholars are of the opinion that Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar 
tiZcgtijej was pleased with Yazeed as he had gathered his family 
and commanded them not to break their pledges to Yazeed. 

However, in order for us to correctly comprehend the 
statement of Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar it is necessary for 

us to understand the circumstances and reasons due to which he 
held this stance. 

From the very moment Yazeed became the khaleefah, Hazrat 
Abdullah bin Umar was unhappy and had reservations. 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar made the following 

statement when Yazeed became the khaleefah: 
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“If he is righteous, we will he grateful and if he is a trial, we will he 

patient.’’ 

Furthermore, when Yazeed became the khaleefah, Hazrat 
Abdullah bin Umar was in Makkah Mukarramah. When he 

returned to Madeenah Munawwarah and the governor sent a 
message to him instructing him to pledge allegiance at the hands 
of Yazeed, Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar refused to pledge 

allegiance and said, “When all the people have pledged 
allegiance and there is nobody left besides me then I will pledge 
allegiance.” 2 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar was a very cautious Sahaabi 

who feared fitnah erupting in the Ummah. That is why he also 
advised Hazrat Husain and Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair 

against doing anything which would cause fitnah to break 
out in the Ummah. 

It is for this very same reason that when the people of 
Madeenah Munawwarah wished to uprise against Yazeed, Hazrat 
Abdullah bin Umar advised them against it as he did not 

wish a repeat of Karbala. He knew the capability and potential of 
Yazeed to cause widespread destruction, havoc and killing. 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar did not command his family 

to remain on their pledges to Yazeed on account of believing 
Yazeed to be a pious, just and righteous ruler. Furthermore, it 
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cannot be proven that Hazrat Abdullah bin Umar 
commanded anybody to remain on their pledge after the Battle 
of Harrah, where thousands of Sahaabah j&Lhpb and Taabi’een 
were brutally massacred. 


Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah 

When Hazrat Abdullah bin Mutee told Muhammad bin 

Hanafiyyah of the crimes of Yazeed and informed him that 

he intended to break his pledge to Yazeed and rise against him in 
order to restore justice and uphold the Sunnah of Rasulullah 
yYjULLLp, Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah began to defend the 
integrity of Yazeed and speak in praise of him. Muhammad bin 
Hanafiyyah even said that he saw Yazeed to be a person 

who performed his Salaah. Below we will present the narration: 


^ aJJI -Up ^-L-a Jjy> -Up 

iJ jJj Oj : a (jBii c:}^ (_^ts JjJj £-L>- ^jlp 

La aCCa 

^jp (jL-vO U y>dL* ^ip olji 0JwP Ajj^2s>- Jij 


u_3L>- c^JJ! L«J ! (jLHi LjcLa^J l) 15^dJJi l)U ! IjJlS 4-La-aJJ 4jLaJl 

j*^-\ Oj/Ju L» ^P U*rj j\ 

a-SCJ U>-9 ^ Ojj dJJi ^Jp l)15" 

Jlii gUjIj ^ 0]j JS^- 4 j \ • IjJlS jl Ur j! 

Cp-^aJj (*Jkj Jj-^“U ^i) • Jjkl Jp dJJi 4\)l 
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U^al 01 ^ii-L*Jj ! l^jli (3 

Jjii ; l^Jli Ipj^i* *y^ L*jIj aJ_p L» ^Lp (JbJLil L» ; Jli 

yX ; IjJli aJ s- Jlli L* ^Lp (J:^ iXjAr^ • o-llli 

j^-^ULil bl 

Al*il *y Lc ^bJl y T auI jbw ; Jli JliaJl ^1 p a^j ^bJl IaUL* 
^Ul y>T lil : Jli jJ-aJnJ lil : I^Jli ssLp <J <0 L* lil sUijf 


Ljc« j*_ 43 ; IjJli cJjli y\ ^J ; Jli Ljc« JliaJl; 


aSJ* (Jl jJli-1 ~>r.~i (jj^UtLl a>jI 


Allaamah Ibnu Katheer aWa^ narrates: When the delegation of the 
people ofMadeenah Munawwarah returned from Yazeed, Hazrat 
Abdullah bin Mutee ilp£p6 and a few of his companion went to Hazrat 
Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah and asked him to help them rise 
against Yazeed and remove him from power. Hazrat Muhammad bin 
Hanafiyyah kXkjY, refused to assist them due to which Hazrat Abdullah 
bin Mutee said, “Yazeed drinks wine, leaves out Salaah and 
transgresses the laws of the Quraan.” Hazrat Muhammad bin 
Hanafiyyah ’MXXj retorted, “I did not witness from him what you 
mention. I went to him and stayed with him. I saw him to be punctual on 
his Salaah and to be a person who always tries to carry out good works. 
He asks questions relating to Fiqh and adheres to the Sunnah.” The 
group replied, “He behaved in that way to put up an act and pretence 
before you.’’ Hazrat Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah’MXXj replied, “What 
did he have to fear from me or hope in me that he would resort to 
displaying false humility and devotion before me? Did he personally 
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make you aware of the sins which you mention, such as the drinking of 
wine? If he made you aware of it (and you did not do anything to stop 
him) then you are his partners (in the sin). If he did not personally make 
you aware then it is not permissible for you to testify to that of which 
you have no knowledge.” The group replied, “The information is correct 
and authentic according to us, although we did not personally witness 
these deeds.” Hazrat Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah ’M&T) replied, “Allah 
does not allow people to give testimony without having personally 
witnessed the event.” Hazrat Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah &\&T> 
thereafter recited the verse of the Quraan: 


Except for those who bear witness to the Truth while they know. 

after which he said, “I have nothing to do with your uprising.” The 
group then said to him, “Perhaps you dislike that a person beside 
yourselfbecome the leader. We will therefore make you our leader.” 
Hazrat Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah replied, “I do not consider 
fighting for the cause to which you invite me to be permissible, neither 
as its leader nor as a follower.” The group objected saying, “But you 
fought with your father (Hazrat Ali Hazrat Muhammad bin 

Hanfiyyah ’MXhj replied, “Bring me the likes of my father so that I may 
fight for a cause which is like the one for which he fought. ” The group 
thereafter asked, “In that case, instruct your two sons, Abul Qaasim and 
Qaasim, to fight with us.” Hazrat Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah 
replied, “If I were to instruct them, I would myself fight.” The group next 
asked, “Then stand with us and merely encourage people to fight.” 
Hazrat Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah replied, “Subhaanallah! I will 

command the people to do that which I will neither do myself nor 


183 



approve of when I no longer wish well for the servants of Allah.” The 
group then said, “In that case, we will force you!” Hazrat Muhammad 
bin Hanafiyyah ’MXhj replied, “In that case, I will command the people 
to fear Allah and not to please the creation at the expense of incurring 
the anger of Allah.” Hazrat Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah MXhj 
thereafter left for Makkah Mukarramah. 

It should be noted that Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah during 

his visit to Yazeed, was not with Yazeed all the time. It is thus 
very possible and likely that he saw the good side of Yazeed as 
Yazeed put up an act in order to win his confidence and impress 
him. Furthermore, if he did not see the evil side of Yazeed then 
the group of Sahaabah who went to Yazeed definitely did. 

Being Sahaabah $Ec$g?j, it is impossible to conceive and imagine 
that they would have spoken such things regarding Yazeed 
without witnessing it for themselves and completely verifying it. 
It is similarly impossible to conceive and imagine that all the 
Sahaabah jTaabi’een and people of Madeenah 

Munawwarah would unanimously believe and accept 
information which was baseless and unverified. Finally, if 
Muhammad bin Hanafiyyah spoke good of Yazeed and 

defended him on this occasion, then there is definitely no proof 
to show that he held the same opinion of Yazeed and praised him 
after the atrocities of Harrah occurred. 
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Qaadhi Abu Bakr bin Arabi Maaliki 

Some scholars quote the statement of Qaadhi Abu Bakr bin Arabi 
in praise of Yazeed wherein he mentioned that Hazrat 
Husain was killed in accordance with the laws of the 

Sharee’ah of his grandfather, Rasulullah They quote 

this statement in order to prove that it was permissible for 
Yazeed to kill Hazrat Husain However, this statement of 

Ibnul Arabi &\&z> cannot be quoted and is unacceptable in this 
regard. 

Many Ulama have refuted this view of Ibnul Arabi &\Xhj and 
strongly comdemned it. Among the Ulama who refuted this view 
were the likes of Allaamah Ibnul Jowzi 3 js tiasj, Allaamah Munaawi 
Allaamah Ibnu Khaldoon Safest, Shah Abdul Azeez 1 
and from the contemporary Ulama and Muhadditheen, Shaikh 
Muhammad Awwaamah (hafizahullah). 

It is worth noting that despite Ibnul Arabi being from 

among the Muhadditheen, he had erred in regard to a few issues. 
One of the issues in which he erred, is the issue of Hazrat Husain 
and the reason for which he was killed. We will below 
present the details of the view which Ibnul Arabi held 

regarding Hazrat Husain itogether with the errors he 
made and the statements of the Ulama in refutation of his view. 
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Statement of Ibnul Arabi £ J&sg 

Qaadhi Abu Bakr bin Arabi Safes?) has written the following in his 
kitaab, Al-Awaasim minal Qawaasim: 

. fs* ^ ^^ b Lc fi^ljU *3* 

zy L j^~ l5jj b» L^° 3ddi <3 “dl^Slj ii/odl <3 Jp^-d' 

oLa jySdu- Ajl dTj a3p 3)1 l? L^> dly 2jasi^P ^ aSMp 

^y» UjO OL^Jb ^<*Vl oJjb jJ*\ (3 jA-1 tl)l ^jjl oLlaj 

N Ai\sJj \M VI ^Ul ^ Li jl5" 


They only fought against Hazrat Husain &j$p£ on account of the 
Ahaadeeth which they heard from his grandfather the 

master of the Ambiyaa J who had foretold that affairs would 
deteriorate and warned against becoming embroiled infitnahs. The 
Ahaadeeth ofRasulullah ^j^uijp in this regard are many. One 
example is the Hadeeth recorded by Imaam Muslim which he 
narrates from Ziyaad bin Alaaqah who in turn narrates from Arfajah 
bin Shuraih that Rasulullah said, “Fitnahs are soon to break 

out. Whoever intends to create a rift in the affair of the Ummah while it 
is united, then strike him with the sword, regardless of who he may be.” 
The people who fought against Hazrat Husain only did so due to 
this Hadeeth and other similar Ahaadeeth. 
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The Refutation of Allaamah Ibnu 
Khaldoon SSfcsg 

Allaamah Ibnu Khaldoon SjffiCfcj has written the following 
regarding the abovementioned statement of Ibnul Arabi 

ale" (3 Jlai IAa 3 L5 ^ld*' I ^ Jjl ^^LaII Jaip Jij 


A-lp aul?' J3p eJL?r ( J“3 (jwJ-l 01 aLjta La p-yal^jdb 

A1»L»I 3 ‘LLaJ 3 ^j^a (JwLpI (JslxJl ^La'yi JsljUil ^jp 4 JjL*J| 

' Jjd JbS 3 “uJ'up} 


Qaadhi Abu Bakr bin Arabi ’MXhj has erred in this and thus made a 
statement in his kitaab, “Al-Awaasim minal Qawaasim”, the essence of 
which is that Hazrat Husain was killed according to the law of 
the Shareeah of his grandfather Ibnul Arabi 

committed this error due to him being negligent and forgetting that the 
precondition of these Ahaadeeth is that the Imaam be just (i.e. those 
Ahaadeeth which explain the impermissibility of rising against the 
Imaam and mention that those who stand against the Imaam should be 
killed, refer to the case where they rise against the just ruler. These 
Ahaadeeth do not refer to the case where they oppose the unjust and 
oppressive ruler. Hence Qaadhi Abu Bakr bin Arabi ’M&f, quoted the 
Hadeeth out of context as Yazeed was from the unjust and oppressive 
rulers. It was therefore permissible for Hazrat Husain to rise 

against him.) Who was more just than Hazrat Husain in his era 
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in regard to leadership in Been, in exercising justice and in combating 
people who followed their own views and desires? 


The Refutation of Allaamah Ibnul 
Jowzi 

Ibnul Jowzi ZDXhj has also refuted the abovementioned 
statement of Ibnul Arabi Allaamah Munaawi ’MXhj has 

written the following: 


wbjj JUL OuS”" L J-a 


OJjtil JjiJ JjlydL; i ^y> 






iJj>r ‘\lz£ Jli Jy>~ ( J"A O'* ■"'A? 

Ibnul Jowzi was once seated to deliver a discourse when he 

was asked, “How can it be said that Yazeed killed Hazrat Husain 
whereas Yazeed was in Damascus and Hazrat Husain was in 
Iraq?” Ibnul Jowzi £5 f\YjY) replied by reciting the following couplet: 
The arrow struck the one in Iraq while the one who fired it was in Zi 
Salam. Despite firing from such a distance, you still struck your target! 
Ibnul Jowzi thereafter said, “Ibnul Arabi ’M’Tzj was overcome 
by disregard for the Able Bayt to the extent where he said that they 
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killed Hazrat Husain with the sword of his grandfather 


The Refutation of Allaamah Munaawi 



Allaamah Munaawi ’MXhj has also written the following: 

C -^3 ^ LiYj-* jLi UbS"" i_aJ| -Las 

0*yjiM y AJJIj ijjti sJj>r Jl«j jW; OjJj (1)1 <U4 *_pj 


Ibnul Arabi &\Xhj has written a kitaab regarding Hazrat Husain 
XZJ&feS in which he showed disrespect to his exalted status. Ibnul Arabi 
claimed that Yazeed had justly killed Hazrat Husain with 

the sword of his grandfather We seek the protection of Allah 

from forsaking Hazrat Husain 


Other Errors of Ibnul Arabi SSfej 

Qaadhi Abu Bakr bin Arabi has written the following in 

defence of Yazeed: 


y£* Jj^oI Jj (_3 AjLijJj ^Lp — yi IAaj 

Vp2y> ysy> A~.b->- ji, (JjjL 1)15"" 4jl JjfcjJl Aj^lx^a y JjJj 

4UlP J^P 4-UP J^P J,l f^jfs Jjli C 
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^y> sUsjJl (J+>- 4-Up 4jJj^a a, A>C. ^J_p Jjj I jj&j 4pJ_Jj 

p&k e-j ^y> c^ajJL; (jjjJl 2 jL> W 2J| 

Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal ’MXhj, despite his asceticism, eminence 
in Deen and piety, included Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah in his Kitaab of 
Zuhd (asceticism). Regarding Yazeed, Imaam Ahmad mentioned 
that he (Yazeed) would say in his khutbah, “When any of you fall ill and 
thereafter begin to recover, then he should look at his actions and see 
which action he considers to be the most virtuous and then be punctual 
on it. He should also look at his worst action and abandon it.” This 
statement (of Imaam Ahmad tus\&?>) shows the high esteem in which he 
held Yazeed, that he would actually include him among those ascetics of 
the Sahaabah and Taabi’een whose statements are 

followed and whose advices cause people to repent. 

Qaadhi Abu Bakr bin Arabi ’MX&j made two mistakes in his 
abovementioned statement. 


The First Error of Ibnul Arabi 

There are two separate people who both shared the name 
‘Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah’. One was Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah bin 
Abi Sufyaan and the other was Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah Nakha’ee 
MXbj. Ibnul Arabi mistook Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah 

Nakha’ee for being Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah bin Abi 

Sufyaan. 


Yo', 




\ 
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Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah Nakha’ee ’MXzf, was a devout worshipper 
and ascetic whose statements have been recorded by many 
Imaams in their writings on asceticism and advice. 

Haafiz Ibnu Hajar Safest has written regarding Yazeed bin 
Mu’aawiyah Nakha’ee MXhj that he was a devout worshipper 
from Kufah. He also quoted Ibnu Abi Khaithamah as 

mentioning that Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah Nakha’ee &?<&> was 
counted among those who were devout worshippers. 1 

Similarly, Ibnu Hibbaan MXhj has written regarding Yazeed 
bin Mu’aawiyah Nakha’ee that he narrated Hadeeth from 

Hazrat Abdullah bin Mas’ood He was from the people of 

Kufah and they thus narrate from him. He was killed while 
waging jihaad in Persia. 2 


The Second Error of Ibnul Arabi 

The second error made by Ibnul Arabi Safest is that he attributed 
a good opinion of Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah bin Abi Sufyaan to 
Imaam Ahmad bin Hambal This is definitely incorrect as 

Imaam Ahmad had actually questioned whether it was 

possible for a believer to maintain a good opinion of Yazeed and 
have love for him. 


n o/u ' 

o£o/o jL>- 
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The View of Imaam Ahmad bin 
Hambal regarding Yazeed 

The son of Imaam Ahmad ’MXhj, Saalih narrates: 

JjJj jjjj b : (JtSi JjJj rr-^l '■ bsy! (j| dJj 

b : Jli al*Jj T liLJj cl~jI b : C-Tai jjp-YI Awb 
lwL?-l ^jjbb hbl CUjIj 

I once mentioned to my father that some people claim to have love 
for Yazeed. On hearing this, my father replied, “0 my son! Can any 
person who believes in Allah and the last day possibly love Yazeed?” I 
thereafter asked my father, “0 my father! Why do you not curse him?” 
My father replied, “0 my son! When did you ever see your father cursing 

someone?” 

Similarly, Ibnul Jowzi !oi\Zs^ has mentioned regarding Imaam 
Ahmad’s aW& 3 opinion of Yazeed: 

aJ_p aJjI a)) I (J & aA *—^“^"1 yr! “hji “b^«l aJj 

C-Owbf| JjJj -j£* iSjji I “b^l ^ba*yi (1)1 yS- 4_J| b^bL^Jj 

ALP J_L^u (1)1 bi*LLL»l diidh As I/ V (JbSi 

Y =\<=/1 - !oi/rw^ cSjUill ' 
r\T/o ( JSl=J.I t 
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Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah used to quote Hadeeth with his chain from 
his father who narrates from Rasulullah We have an 

uninterrupted chain to Yazeed except that (we will not narrate any 
Hadeeth from him on account of) Imaam Ahmad MZsY, leaving him out. 
Imaam Ahmad was once asked, “Can Hadeeth be narrated from 
Yazeed?” Imaam Ahmad replied, “No, and there is no honour in 
narrating from him. ” It is for this reason that we do not narrate Hadeeth 

from him. 

Mahna ’MXbj has also narrated regarding Imaam Ahmad 


Jj*i <LjjJ.L ( Jj«i Jlis <L^l*^a ^ Jjjj 


Nj aup Jli <up fr'frj cJi Jli L»j cJj 

\ ^ * t & 

UjJj>- <up 


I asked Imaam Ahmad MXhj regarding Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah to 
which he replied, “He is the one who did what he did to the blessed land 
ofMadeenah Munawwarah!” I asked Imaam Ahmad ’MXhj, “And what 
did he do?” Imaam Ahmad &\ajY> replied, “He had the city ransacked.” I 
thereafter asked Imaam Ahmad ’MXhj, “Can Hadeeth be narrated from 
Yazeed?” Imaam Ahmad MZsY, answered, “Hadeeth cannot be narrated 
from him and it does not behove any person to record Hadeeth from 

him.” 

N.B. The Kitaab of Zuhd of Imaam Ahmad which is available 
today is actually a concise version of the original kitaab. Haafiz 
Ibnu Hajar has described the original kitaab saying: 


t t/r JLljty JUaill ' 
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3 Lf (JWjJl ^j-a 4_j La 4_la l? 5trH« J.s'-Y JjijJl t_->L^ 3 La j^ajl ^ ... 

wC^^d.1 J . -!■ L^"" 4 jL^ wCw»«1*I 

I would thereafter search through the Kitaab ofZuhd oflmaam 
Ahmad &l&f, and would find in it narrators which I did not find in his 
Musnad as the Kitaab ofZuhd is a very large kitaab, approximately one 
third the size of Musnad, despite the considerable size of Musnad. 

In the process of condensing the kitaab, many people mentioned 
in the original kitaab were omitted. One of these people is 
Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah Nakha’ee &\Xhj. 
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Chapter 6 - The Hadeeth of 
Constantinople 

As far as the Hadeeth regarding Rasulullah giving glad 

tidings for the army which conquered Constantinople and 
Yazeed being found in that army is concerned, there are many 
answers that have been profferred by the Muhadditheen. We will 
briefly present three answers to this Hadeeth. 


First Answer 

The first answer is given by Hazrat Shaikh Moulana Muhammad 
Zakariyyah Kandhelwi regarding a similar question which 
was posed to him. 

Hazrat Shaikh &\&z> wrote a detailed response to an article 
published in a monthly magazine in India wherein the Hadeeth 
of Constantinople was quoted with the aim of proving the 
forgiveness of Yazeed. This article created much confusion 
among the masses, thus creating the need for Hazrat Shaikh to 
present a detailed response to it. 

Hazrat Shaikh explained that there are many similar 

Ahaadeeth narrated in the books of Hadeeth. Some have been 
narrated with the exact words that appear in the Hadeeth of 


195 



Constantinople while others appear with similar words. It is 
necessary for one to understand that the promises made in these 
Ahaadeeth are true. However, while these promises are 
definitely true, they are also conditional. In order for one to 
receive the blessings explained in the Hadeeth, one will have to 
adhere to the precondition laid down for qualifying for such 
virtues. In other words, one will only receive the full benefit 
promised in the Hadeeth if one fulfils the precondition. 

The precondition is that one refrains from all the 
prohibitions of Sharee’ah and fulfils all the obligations placed 
upon him in Deen in the prescribed manner until the end of his 
life (whether the obligations are related to the Creator [e.g. 
Salaah, zakaat, fasting, etc.] or to the creation [i.e. fulfilling the 
rights of the creation]). If this condition is not applied to these 
promises, then these Ahaadeeth will contradict and oppose many 
Aayaat of the Quraan and authentic Ahaadeeth of Rasulullah 

Consider the Hadeeth which explains that all the sins of a 
person who makes wudhu in a proper manner are washed off, or 
the Hadeeth which speaks of the Haaji - that he returns from 
Hajj in the condition (of being free from sin) like the day his 
mother gave birth to him, or the Hadeeth that explains that 
Allah Ta’ala has declared the forgiveness of all those who come 
out to the Eid Gaah on the day of Eid after fasting during the 
month of Ramadhaan. The common aspect in all these 
Ahaadeeth is the promise of forgiveness from the side of Allah 
Ta’ala. If a person takes the apparent, surface meaning of these 
Ahaadeeth, then one will be able to kill, rob, commit zina, take 
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drugs, not perform his Salaah or get involved in all types of 
impermissible deeds. All he will need to do is go for Hajj 
afterwhich there will be no need for him to worry about 
anything. Everybody, however, is aware that this is obviously 
incorrect. Hence we understand that the Ahaadeeth containing 
promises of forgiveness are all conditional. 

Just as we have understood that the glad tidings in the above- 
mentioned Ahaadeeth are conditional, similarly one will be 
bound to accept that the glad tiding mentioned in the narration 
of Constantinople is also conditional. Though the life of Yazeed 
during the era of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah (and at the time 

when he came out with the army to Constantinople) apparently 
conformed to Sharee’ah, his life later on changed and he became 
involved in all types of sinful deeds and wrongs. Hence the 
condition laid down to qualify for the virtue recorded in the 
Hadeeth of Constantinople was not found. 

Hazrat Shaikh explains that the commentators of 

Bukhaari Shareef (e.g. Allaamah Ibnu Teen and others), under 
the commentary of this Hadeeth, have mentioned that this 
Hadeeth is conditional according to all the Ulama. Since Yazeed’s 
life did not conform to the commandments of Deen in many 
respects, one cannot use this Hadeeth to substantiate and prove 
the forgiveness of Yazeed. 1 
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Second Answer 


The second answer is that of Hazrat Shah Waliyyullah who 
explained the following: 

Some people attempt to prove the salvation and forgiveness 
of Yazeed through the blessed statement of Nabi 
“(J> (i.e. they are forgiven), as the annals of history testify 

to the fact that he was not only a member of the second army, 
but rather its head and leader. 

The correct view, however, is that this Hadeeth can only 
establish the forgiveness of his sins that were committed prior to 
participating in this expedition as the action of jihaad is 
classified under the category of actions which expiate past sins, 
not future sins. This Hadeeth would have only proven the 
salvation and forgiveness of Yazeed if “forgiveness until the Day 
of Qiyaamah” had also been mentioned. Therefore, all the evil 
acts perpetrated by Yazeed after this expedition, viz. the killing 
of Husain laying ruin to the city of Madeenah 

Munawwarah, persistently drinking wine, etc, are left to the will 
and decision of Allah Ta’ala. If Allah Ta’ala wishes, He may 
forgive him and if He wishes, He may punish him - as is the case 
with all other sinners. 1 


AV(j^ Jj' 
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Third Answer 


The third answer is the prophecy of Rasulullah 
regarding Yazeed. 

Rasulullah had prophesized in his Mubaarak 

Ahaadeeth that there would be a person from his Ummah who 
would be responsible for changing his Deen and Sunnah. 
Rasulullah jiijtp* even mentioned that this person would be 

from the Banu Umayyah. In certain narrations, it is clearly stated 
that the name of this person would be “Yazeed”. In many 
Ahaadeeth, the period in which this fitnah would break out was 
also specified as being the sixtieth year after the Hijrah. The 
Muhadditheen explain that all these Ahaadeeth are in reference 
to Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah. This was on account of the evils and 
wrongs and atrocities and killings which took place through him 
against Islam and the Muslims during his reign which 
commenced in the sixtieth year after the Hijrah. Below we will 
present these Ahaadeeth. 


!Jl» Jljj Y : Jli d_lp ilil ^1 ^ «up dill isJ^p <J>' J*' 
d^l d_«Jij -h_^aJU L«Jli j^»YI 

Rasulullah said , “This affair (ofkhilaafat) will continue to 

upholdjustice until a man from the Banu Umayyah will disfigure it.” 

jl*Jl jy ijss ^yp y; yj yS\J-l Lsi-b>- 

j dhp dll I dll I d ti ! d U dip dll I I yj o -UlP y I yp 
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J S>rj ‘'-oJjj (Jjl OjS\J ( JU>- LjlS J*\ l*iL® ij(g *y • 

JjJj *d JUj 


Rasulullah said, “This matter of my Ummah (ofkhilaafat) 

will continue to upholdjustice until the first person to disfigure it will he 
a man from the Banu Umayyah named ‘Yazeed’” 

The author of Majma’uz Zawaa’id, Allaamah Haythami has 

stated that the chain of the above narration is strong and that 
the narrators which appear in the chain are the narrators which 
appear in Saheeh Bukhaari and Saheeh Muslim. However, he said 
that there is one weakness in the chain which is that the 
narrator, Mak-hool, did not meet Hazrat Abu Ubaidah bin Jarraah 
Hence the Hadeeth is munqati. 

Some Ulama feel that there are two links missing in the chain 
between Mak-hool and Hazrat Abu Ubaidah thus 

rendering the Hadeeth as a mu’dhal narration (an extremely 
weak narration). However, this notion that there are two 
narrators missing in the chain is incorrect. When we examine 
the same narration in the Musnad of Bazzaar, we find that there 
is an extra narrator, Hazrat Abu Tha’labah Khushani 
appearing in the chain between Mak-hool and Hazrat Abu 
Ubaidah There is therefore only one link missing due to 

which the Hadeeth is classified as munqati. A munqati Hadeeth is 
accepted according to the general Muhadditheen in the case 
where there are shawaahid (other similar Ahaadeeth which 
support it in its purport). Furthermore, it should be understood 


=irrn pjj j%Ji ' 
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that according to the Hanafi scholars, if there is any missing link 
in the chain in the first three eras of Islam, it will not render the 
narration unacceptable. 1 Hence this narration fulfills the 
standard of acceptance according to the Hanafi scholars, and on 
account of the Shawaahid, it is also acceptable according to the 
general Muhadditheen. 2 

Below we will present the various shawaahid which support 
this Hadeeth. 


(a_3^-1 U-Lp 3bJl Oj-aJl ^&1 IpLs^I yg o*\\ 3 j3>dlj 

jl Ajlb^- j>-\ ijl jl OjyP ijl j^*1 ^*3LJlJ| -LtPj \ aWsa 3blb« ~Lipj 

jA b»lj (J-LP ^jp *yi *)! Ajl bl jl $.Lo_L*J| JS\ (J^S a~L3-XJ jl jl ^ L>s_s^ a_L3*J ijl 

aL^* caULxjl ( S^ji bl -Llp bjb>s_s3 -kLP (Jj 3L*3 toULill s-Vj-® jj3 ^j- 4 

^Ij 3 J 3 *-® /t-AjvPj d^Laijl 3jj/^ jlS”* j3 (lilaJl ^J3L3) Ijjj 

^ O— \ jj*^l ^-£3) ^bijl Ab^o^4 jJ^ 3 ^»J_P A^^jli.1 ^srbJl -LJ^JI 

115"" j ^ 3*^1 \SSj Ajj 3 Alia jl A3j3 jlS”* jy*£ -iajjjbl jj- 4 ^ 

ajL^j ^Jj A.1JJ Lu~_>- ^ jLv3 a_l« c_3yt> 31 1 jSj .J-^^bl 

^ » V Ab£- £jjblj £jllll y* ^yo^r\ jLlpb jbJlj 

Aji*_ 3 jlS"” L* ^Jj ^ All ( b^-Pj-«-^- .,/g ■£; jl ^jb> aJu*_3 p y 4 i3jJ 3-1 3j)j 31 C-bbtil 

A_3 Aiga.?- wlS Ail jjJlj Ui^Pj ( jJ>-T Aj>rj y* Ai^g»s_C <Jlj 3b 4 *^ (jj-WaJl AjjIj ■ b.ij- *__a-*-b2J 

-L^P /j) j^-s^Lp ^jp A^*_J« A^^j>-j (^^L^yvJl »*D jL^J ^ 

^b/3 AM l)U2"^* j (^5^” '*~~ >r 3y 3"* s'^- 4 ^ A^jI jP AxjJj ^ ja\s- yj AJil ~LP ^jp Ajjl 

(Jlj (Jbv«j*y l^i*./? 0^5^ jU-li jv*- 1 cJli 3h^*-^ t«lblL«j i3b*-*osj y* c^-w3j^ j a3p a)jI 

y*-& ^jP s^bJl 3j AA9l^« A_3 jjJj *!)b9 J-ob OJ-*-b 2 JI 4 ' J?r J bh 4 

ya AJi^r i3-J-l3-l !j_& aJ y^s>- Xs>j A.1 2.Jis>- P^*b 3 j-L>- a3oI pj ^jij^ 3. J 

AS^stxJZ (Jlj ^ U»3" AJbg-?r jl ^vJ«Aj jl ^ Jbv«j*y \ ^a*.,b b)lS^ 31 lJ3^ ^ A ~ >r 3 jyb 

(^ TA—^ rv 3 ^“^ jlSj ( ^>-T aj>tj y* 
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: Jli ^ jj jj jt- 

Ljc«j <UjJ_Uj A-JLp 4\)i (3 ®X/k £-* L^JL?>r C^S""" 

(_£Jj ^1 p aSCLa JjjL> (JSjwLv^Jj JbUaJl yfc jj! Jli Olji^ 4 

jJ ! ^jl Jlii 4 ^>J_p ^-^Lp a\)I 4i*J ! l)Ij>j» ^jtoji ^LoJ_p 
jljiy* ^ (Jj (S t ^ r £■* cJ-*od j*}U O^Ai ^ 01 

l^jjSsj 01 ^ (Jl5 l?l-b>-l ULJLf- ISU ^LiJb USCL« 

' (JpT cuif : LIS 


Amr bin Yahya bin Sa’eed bin Amr bin Sa’eed says that his grandfather 
narrated the following: I was once seated with Hazrat Abu Hurairah 
in the Musjid ofRasulullah '^x&Ysffgo in Madeenah 
Munawwarah and Marwaan happened to be with us. Hazrat Abu 
Hurairah &jof££ said, “I heard Rasulullah 'fajgjc&fa, who always spoke 
the truth and whose truthfulness was testified to by Allah, say, ‘The 
destruction of my Ummah will take place at the hands ofyoungsters of 
the Quraish (referring to the Banu Umayyah who were part of the 
Quraish).”’ On hearing this, Marwaan said, “May the curse of Allah be 
upon these youngsters!” Hazrat Abu Hurairah replied, “If I wish, 

I could even (name them and) say, ‘The sons of so-and-so and the sons of 

so-and-so.’” 


Amr bin Yahya bin Sa’eed bin Amr bin Sa’eed thereafter says: I would 
go with my grandfather to the sons of Marwaan (who were from the 
Banu Umayyah) when they became the rulers ofShaam. When my 
grandfather would see that they were youngsters, he would say to us, 


202 


V * O A 



“Perhaps these youngsters are among them (among the youngsters to 
whom Rasulullah p referred).” We would reply to my 

grandfather saying, “You know better.” 


j>~ \ (3 Lpy> slj.1 «.L?r Jliaj Jli ! 3 Jli 

c — c s w ff 

A*ij 8 \jlj* J(l <jP _/>j Aj*-J A^ji ^jjlj l5 1p Aj*-^pl (Jj^A J( 2 

*j3JIa I d)l Jli i)L>il a^Lj L»j I^Jli QLx^all a^Lj a))Ij S^pI 

i_pI»SL jl 31 ^}Ij ♦3"I_J.8 <3 (_£l j*-SJSJ-aI -» jlj 3 

JjJLj jjj~3l <3 b)We^A LI L)l (_^l ^ji ajIjj 3_J L>a> _jl Jli' 

A-o-Lp^i Jji (i)i a^Ljj i.aa 3j pi - - ii a^Lj *3® t ^s^w\j JUl 

A^«j jj,| L^-J 0!-L>tJU«il Aj^lx^o JjJj jli jJJdS ""^aj <3 (1)Ij 

oLoj ^pl 


Under the commentary of the above Hadeeth, Haafiz Ibnu Hajar &\Xzf> 
has quoted Ibnu Battaal MX&) as saying: The meaning of “destruction” 
has been clearly explained in another Hadeeth ofHazrat Abu Hurairah 
ilpAp?! which has been narrated by Ali bin Ma’bad and ibni Abi 
Shaibah Hazrat Abu Hurairah !&£$££ narrates that Rasulullah 

would make dua saying, “I seek protection in Allah from the 
rule ofyoungsters.” The Sahaabah asked Rasulullah 

“Regarding which rule ofyoungsters are you seeking protection from?” 
Rasulullah replied, “Ifyou obey them, you will be destroyed 

(in your Been) and if you defy them, they will destroy you (inyour 

dunya).” 
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Haafiz Ibnu Hajar explained the meaning of this Hadeeth saying: 

Destroying you in your dunya refers to killing you, or stealing your 
wealth or both. Ibnu Abi Shaibah ’MXhj has also narrated that Hazrat 
Abu Hurairah would walk in the market making the following 
dua, “0 Allah! Do not let me reach the sixtieth year and the rule of 

youngsters. ” 

Haafiz Ibnu Hajar continued further and explained: This 
Hadeeth indicates to the fact that the first of these youngsters (who 
would destroy the Ummah) would come in the sixtieth year. It 
transpired exactly like that as Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah became the 
khaleefah in the sixtieth year and remained khaleefah until the sixty- 
fourth year when he passed away.” 

ijy 4-Ip US Jjjj jl 

jljJUl s^Lal LJLp - olS""J jjj jli sjL* u*l> 

4jjlSI t ^y> jLSsJl 

Haafiz Ibnu Hajar &\Xhj further confirmed that Yazeed was the first of 
the youngsters to destroy the Ummah saying: “It is apparent that 
Yazeed was not only among the group of youth referred to but also the 
first of them - as indicated to by the Hadeeth of Hazrat Abu Hurairah 
in which he mentioned, “The beginning of the sixtieth year and 
the rule ofyoungsters.” ‘The rule ofyoungsters’ clearly indicates to 
Yazeed as he would generally dismiss the seniors from their positions of 
rule over various lands and appoint youngsters from among his relatives 

to rule in their place.” 
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Allaamah Aini has given the same explanation saying, “And the 

first of these youngsters (to whom Rasulullah had referred), 

was Yazeed. May he suffer the punishment that he deserves! He was an 
oppressor who would dismiss the old, senior people from their positions 
of rule over the various large lands, and would replace them with 
youngsters from among his relatives.” 

N.B. The above statements of Haafiz Ibnu Hajar and 

Allaamah Aini is supported by many narrations which 

establish that Yazeed would dismiss his governors on account of 
them being lenient towards the people and not enforcing the evil 
commands which he had passed. A few examples are where he 
dismissed the governor of Madeenah Munawwarah in the 
sixtieth year (who had been appointed by his father, Hazrat 
Mu’aawiyah on account of his leniency towards Hazrat 

Husain and Hazrat Abdullah bin Zubair when they 

did not wish to pledge allegiance to him. Similarly, he replaced 
the second ruler of Madeenah Munawwarah with his cousin. He 
also dismissed Hazrat Nu’maan bin Basheer the governor 

of Kufah, when he was lenient towards the people and replaced 
him with Ubaidullah bin Ziyaad. Hence we understand that the 
claim of those people who say that he never replaced any 
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governor and maintained the standard of his father, Hazrat 
Mu’aawiyah during the reign of his khilaafat, is incorrect. 


L»li Ipj 3 “uip aJJI aJJI ij 3 * c.ha>- ; Jli 3 ! ( jp 
^jdJl ULa jh L»lj 


Hazrat Abu Hurairah mentioned, “1 have secured two vessels 
(two types) of knowledge from Rasulullah As for one of the 

two, I have disseminated it and as for the second, if I am to disseminate 
it, this (indicating towards his throat) will be slit (i.e I will be killed).” 


( jJi 3-ob>-VI ^Lc- ji <3 daiLd-l Jti 

3^ e\jij» jji jlS' Jjj t\y>\ ^Lal 

(jVUvJl ^uij 3a aJ)U 4J3SS"" jv^-Ca ^gip liyv- 4 j 4 _ 3 *j 

0^e-»l 3a tjCUa C-O IS"" lb'V Ajjl^a Jjjj (l)LyygJl 4 jb“|j 

aCU*o l h 0(3^ S-tp- 4 aCjl l_ 


Haafiz Ibnu Hajar Asqalaani ’MXhj has written under the commentary 
of this Hadeeth that the second type of knowledge to which Hazrat Abu 
Hurairah referred, was the detailed knowledge of those 

Ahaadeeth of Rasulullah which contained mention of the 

names of the evil leaders who will appear in the world after Rasulullah’s 
demise and their evil conditions during their eras. Hazrat 
Abu Hurairah would hint to this knowledge but would never 
explicitly mention it out of fear for his life. An example of his hinting to 
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this knowledge is where he said, “I seek protection in Allah from the 
coming of the sixtieth year and from the leadership of the youngsters.” 
In this specific dua, Hazrat Abu Hurairah was referring to the 
rulership ofYazeed as his rule commenced in the sixtiethyear after 
Hijrah. Allah accepted the dua of Hazrat Abu Hurairah as he 

passed away one year prior to Yazeed becoming the ruler.” 


^LJl Jp ^UJl> j;I Jjjj jlS"li. ; Jli a_JI*J! 3J 

Py 3 -* ( JJPjJ ‘ ~ J jl ■H*. A_^JjJ AjjU>r <3 01^4 

olx^li ; Jli ^LiJb jS I ^ a_a» L^pj^li Jjjj a_J| J^jli 

3;! Jli cJ\y> Jij'tlki Al;jl_?r OjjJ (_JLEi Aj^ JjJiajli JjJj ^ip 

. J^jsj a*1p t a\j! ^' - * a~~ jjjJ i" (3*^ 3 b^l • 

; a»L) JbSi Jjjj A£^Ji aap ^ a_^«I ^y> J s>rj JwLj 3■<• Jjl 

3-* 015 " Obi- 1 -*' <jJ 3! ■ Ai~b A^jUr JavjJI l? Lp Sjj *y *_JJl ! Jli 3* bl 

jl ‘yJij <L^bt^ 3J wbjj 3JJ j-«-pj (J>j J5 j*LiJb £.J 3 

J-pI aJ)Ij O^Ssj 


When Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan 1 was governor over Shaam, the 
people engaged injihaad and acquired booty and were victorious. 
Among the spoils of war was a beautiful slave girl who fell into the share 
of one of the Muslims. Shortly after, Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan i&paW^ had 
taken this slave girl for himself from the soldier in whose share she had 
fallen. Hazrat Abu Zarr Ghifaari £ZJ$£ was in Shaam at that time and 
this soldier went to him and sought his assistance in recovering his slave 
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girl from Hazrat Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan \Hazrat Abu Zarr 
thus went to Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan {&j$£with the man and 
thrice instructed Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan to return the slave girl 

to him. Hazrat Abu Zarr thereafter said, “Alas! By Allah! If you 
take the slave girl from this soldier unjustly then know that I have heard 
Rasulullah saying, ‘The first person to change my blessed 

Sunnah will be a man from Banu Umayyah.”’ Saying this, Hazrat Abu 
Zarr turned and began to walk away. Hazrat Yazeed bin Abi 
Sufyaan quickly followed him and asked, “I beg you in the name 

of Allah! Tell me, do you think that I will be the person who is referred to 
in this Hadeeth?” Hazrat Abu Zarr replied, “No. ’’ after which 
Hazrat Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan returned the slave girl to the 

man. 1 


y& yz* yi y& Lojs** y> ^ ^ y* y> y} (Jlij 

yA A^Jii Jj- 9 ' a«wIp aWI ^Ly£? ^y^J !o-U^P 3^ 

Cy oljjj ~t5j ..J-3 *- 9 .Jj fiwL yS- 3 'j a \ a Ijj&j . aJ (JUL> a*aI 

3P . fiwLw •£* 3' 3P 3^ y^" 3J y£* aMI -L S' 3J A 3 .-L*^ 

A_*_li> y-* Lojli ojjb jA I (Jljj !<JlS a*1p aW^ a))1 <J y^j 

.wLjjj aJ (jLflJ A_^l yj yA 

.aJju y\j Jj?>tl£a yj L3j1 zjiiA jj&j Jli ^ 

jJl>- y£- l 3 ^P y£- cOL^-* 1 y£- C^Lijfc y> AjjL *j> Uj CA^J- 3’ yi ijL 3 P ! ^L*j y>\ (JlSj 

A_wLp Aiil ^Ly2 AUi (J y^j i."jj\ (_J 1 _A 3 3^ ^~a \jS~ .aJUJI 3^ y£~ C j>r l^ Ll 3^ yj 

•V * 1 o* cK> Jr~“ JP* o' J ? 1 : djk y*; 

wLL^- 3^ yj j£r\yA I y£- ys- yj i-L S- y£* y£- 

^ ^.\s- oljp ^ ji IjI ol {_y 3 A^i a 3 j ji 3' y& y) aJLxJI l yjy>- 

dj^li CA^jlp iji j-i OL*JU*>li tAjjL?r yA -bjJ 0 ^ 3 ^ 3J yi 
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After narrating the above incident, Imaam Baihaqi 
mentioned, “Hazrat Yazeed bin Abi Sufyaan the Sahaabi 

of Rasulullah was the leader of the armies of Shaam in 

the era of Hazrat Abu Bakr and Hazrat Umar He is 

not intended in this Hadeeth. However, there was another 
person from the Banu Umayyah who shared the same name. He 
was Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah and it seems as if he was the one 
referred to in the Hadeeth of Rasulullah 


? Ill Ailb 3 *^ CaJ I lSs_ll5 tA*lp j' jj 1 

:J15 

. wL ‘ S - /^p 3^-3 ^' (3 fiUjj I.aS^ 

ajI_lJ 1 ) c_—’\ y*^ y*) M ol t_3 yj 3 _ 3 *"* ^ 

(\ri/A 

3 3 3 ^^ a^Jp auI ^3*^1 313*3 3^ 

alij -l*j ^LiJl ^~bS aap adil j ^ 3 ^ l )1 aWI ^3*^3 jo'ifl 3 -!^ 

. 3_J-1*J» ! 33^ ^3-^ A^P a)JI i!) 3JLP 3i «£i3& £^**^3 A_LP aWI 

3 j)j -dij Axjjl Jj«j Jlijj -L*j IdTJj ji 3 J ^3*>l 03"* ; amI a^-^ ^gl?j3Jl ^3*^1 3 ^ 

jd j O-s3 ^lili 3~1 *j a_*^S 3i ^ 3"^J ^ 3^ AjI a_lp 

alij -k*j ^t*~3 l )1 3 i 4*a>c-vgi oJ-Ll ^_3*i J aJp aMI 3-d-3-lj 

Aj Aj^3_a 3<j3jlP A*a_U33 ^ A_LP Aill [^£^3 l) 3«*P 3_^ ^ 3ji /%—L® ^LjwJl 3l A*P Aill 

( V Y ^ / \ c_-> 3*1**> 1 ) 3 dJbjjl A^wilj 

l^ 5 *" ^ 3ji j%-^5 A1P Aiil 3^ ^LiJl 31 ^ ! AWl aj^-j jy*yi ^jl Ji5l3-1 3l-® 

( Y it/\ AjLiJl ) 1 3 »oLa ( ^ :> “ o3jjjl Ai^-w*>li AUa AjjL^a 3 ^^-ddJ ijLkiP 3 j 

( T'V^/T' ) y*^~ ^ *r-■; ^15 *d-^-d« 1 au! ^&JJl ^ 3*^1 31-® 

1 Some scholars argue that it is possible that the Yazeed being referred 
to in the Hadeeth was Yazeed bin Abdil Malik as he was also among the 
rulers of the Banu Umayyah and his life was not in conformity to the 
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o*-LA ^ Lw*.> 4^i_P a)) 1 a)) 1 (^jl_i Ci’JI *A»^I 

oa-L>- ! *_L*> j aJLp aJM ^L ^ 5 JUai ( c_-aL>- jt-A^Xxj ^y* 

^** 0^-a1j ^2y***3 I I ^ 11 l^pLy^l *-'■*’ Y^ 4 

^prli j jiL* j '^ % ^ J Olj-flJl I^aj j y jJ-*j V oTylSi olL>- 

^prLLSl j j ilS"*j^iLil ; JUii ? 4j*!)^iSl L* J-JjiJ dJ_A3 Jli 

4j J ^ 


Hazrat Abu Sa’eed Khudri XZ£p£ narrates that he heard 
Rasulullah ^j^uijp reciting the following verse of the Quraan 
Kareem: 



“But after them (i.e. the pious, righteous believers) came evil successors 
who destroyed their Salaah and followed their lusts and passions, soon 
then, will they face destruction” 


Sunnah. However, the Ulama explain that the sins and wrongs of 
Yazeed bin Abdil Malik were no comparison to the sins and wrongs of 
Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah, in regards to Karbala, Harrah, the war against 
Makkah Mukarramah and the killing of Sahaabah and Taabi’een 

during his reign. Furthermore, Rasulullah had 

mentioned that the khilaafat would continue smoothly until the 
sixtieth year wherein a person from the Banu Umayyah would 
disfigure Deen and the Sunnah. It was in this year that Yazeed bin 
Mu’aawiyah became the khaleefah and all the prophecies of Rasulullah 
accurately fit his description. 

y oo j»jj jip- jjji 1 rm i*ij 
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Rasulullah thereafter said: 

Evil successors will follow after the sixtieth year after Hijrah who will 
destroy their Salaah and follow their lusts and soon face destruction. 

Thereafter will follow an evil people who will recite the Quraan without 
it passing their throats (their recitation will not rise and gain 
acceptance in Allah’s court). Three types of people will recite the 
Quraan; a Mu’min, a munaafiq and afaajir. 

From these abovementioned Ahaadeeth, we conclude that 
Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah was the person who was referred to as 
his rule of three years and eight months, which commenced in 
the sixtieth year after the Hijrah, was, from the beginning to the 
end, filled with evil and oppression, bringing destruction and 
ruin to Deen and the Sunnah and killing the greatest 
personalities of the Ummah, the Sahaabah and the 

Taabi’een 

Allaamah Zahabi has written the following in Siyar 

A’alaamin Nubalaa: 

“Yazeed, the son of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah was a Naasibi 

who was foul mouthed, cruel and barbaric. He would consume 
intoxicants and perpetrate numerous wrongs and evils. He 
commenced his rule with the murder of Hazrat Husain 
and terminated it with the incident of Harrah due to which many 
cursed him. He never enjoyed any form of barakah in his life and 
there were numerous people - such as the people of Madeenah 


211 



Munawwarah - who, after the martyrdom of Hazrat Husain 
rose against Yazeed.” 1 

Hence when Rasulullah clearly mentioned Yazeed 

to be the person who will change his Deen and Sunnah and his 
sinful life testifies to all the signs recorded in the Mubaarak 
Ahaadeeth, then one cannot present the Hadeeth of 
Constantinople which was in reference to the group of believers 
that conquered Constantinople to prove his innocence as the 
Hadeeth of Constantinople is general and these Ahaadeeth are 
specific. According to the general rule of the Muhadditheen, the 
Hadeeth which is specific will take preference over the Hadeeth 
which is general in a situation of apparent contradiction. 


The Hadeeth regarding Deen 
remaining Strong as long as Twelve 
Leaders of the Quraysh remain 

a&I : JlS ^ j>\>r : JlS ^JULLl jlp ^p 

. J IS 4j| \ i J 1 ^1 J I jJs+S* L*J I . JjjL> 


Abdul Malik ’MXbj narrates that he heard Hazrat Jaabir bin Samurah 
say: “I heard Rasulullah mention, ‘There will be 

twelve leaders (in my Ummah).’ Rasulullah p thereafter 


rv/i t'sUt y>ui jw, ' 
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mentioned something which I did not hear. My father then told me, ‘He 
said that they will all he from the Quraysh.’ 

Imaam Muslim ’M&J has also narrated the above Hadeeth of 
Hazrat Jaabir bin Samurah In the narration of Imaam 

Muslim however, the following addition is found: 

(J;l : Jli 4jl syy 1 ^ ^ LSjJ 4jIjj (Jj 

Y ^>YI Id-* 01 : JjJL <uip AUl l _gbl 

’.j,y cJju : Jli ^jLp jv-ISj f : Jli jJup LjI ^3 ( _ s -02_c 

' JH? CH '■ J^ J^ ^ 


Hazrat Jaabir bin Samurah narrates, “I entered into the presence 

ofRasulullah with my father and heard Rasulullah 

mention, ‘Indeed this affair will not meet its end until twelve 
Khaleefahs come to pass among them.’Rasulullah thereafter 

mentioned something which I did not hear. I therefore asked my father 
what Rasulullah had said to which he replied, ‘Rasulullah 

said that they will all be from the Quraysh.’” 

Some scholars incorrectly try to prove the piety of Yazeed 
through the abovementioned Hadeeth. They say that Nabi 
prophecized that Deen will remain strong as long as 
twelve leaders of the Quraysh remain. They say that among the 
twelve leaders is Yazeed bin Mu’aawiyah. Therefore, this 
Hadeeth is a prophecy of Rasulullah which indicates to 

the piety of Yazeed. 
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However, it should be understood that this Hadeeth does not, in 
any way, prove the piety of Yazeed. The commentators of 
Hadeeth have proffered various commentaries regarding the 
correct explanation of this Hadeeth. However, none of them 
have proven the piety of Yazeed through this Hadeeth. Hazrat 
Shaikh Moulana Muhammad Zakariyya has presented 

eleven explanations under the commentary of this Hadeeth in 
Laami’ud Daraari, the commentary of Bukhaari Shareef. Hence 
one cannot try to substantiate from this Hadeeth that it proves 
Yazeed being part of the twelve leaders to whom Rasulullah 
yYjchhiJp was referring in this Hadeeth. 

Further, The great Muhaddith, Hazrat Moulana Rasheed 
Ahmad Gangohi has mentioned the following under the 

commentary of this Hadeeth: 

Many different explanations have been given for this 
Hadeeth. Some Muhadditheen have explained that the purpose 
of Rasulullah was not to praise these twelve leaders. 

Rather, Rasulullah meant that his blessed Ummah 

would remain for a long period, until twelve leaders will rule 
over them. This statement of Rasulullah will not in any 

way necessitate that the khilaafat and rulership will come to an 
end after twelve leaders as it is known by the Muhadditheen that 
the number mentioned in the Hadeeth does not come to refute a 
longer period but merely came to prove khilaafah existing until 
this period. 

Another explanation given for this Hadeeth is that the khilaafah 
which will be run in accordance with the spirit of the Sunnah 
will be found in twelve leaders. According to this explanation, it 
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is not necessary that all twelve leaders follow in consecutive 
succession as the leadership of Yazeed would otherwise break 
this sequence (as it is known that Yazeed did not rule according 
to the Sunnah). 1 


Judging People Based on their 
Apparent Condition 

After viewing the various reports and statements of the 
Muhadditheen regarding the evil of Yazeed, should one just 
ignore all these reports or deal with the personality according to 
the apparent information received? In this regard, Hazrat Shaikh 
Moulana Muhammad Zakariyya has mentioned that people 
will be judged based on their apparent condition. If a person is 
seen drinking wine, stealing and committing various other sins, 
he will be judged accordingly. 

This is substantiated by the following statement of Hazrat 
Umar which appears in Bukhaari Shareef: 

c-jtc" Jli 2 ^p aU wUp 1)1 ^ jp 

4))! (J a ^ p Cj 1)1 4jp- 1 

bJ be 1)YI Ldj a'I Ji l)lj ydp 4 WI 
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Cj* dljjjSj dL^i L&^ l^J JgI 

4U*^>- &3jIjM ll)j 4_JLa jjj A3J^2 j 4_C»U * Li lI/ 4 -? ^j{f^ i3 

Hazrat Umar i%£p?j declared: “In the Mubaarak era ofNabi 
p, people would be judged according to the wahi (revelation) 
received by Rasulullah /rom the side of Allah Ta’ala (i.e. the 

Sahaabah ji&gfjs6 would come to know on the basis of the wahi that was 
revealed as to whether a person was a sincere believer or a hypocrite). 
However, wahi has now terminated and ceased. Hence we will only deal 
with the people according to their apparent actions. Whoever displays 
good actions before us, we will grant him security and peace and we will 
make him among those who are close. We will have nothing to do with 
his personal life. That is between him and Allah. Allah sees his heart and 
will take him to task for that. Whoever displays evil deeds before us, we 
will neither grant him security nor peace and we will not believe what 
he says, even though he may say that his inner self is good.” 

Hence, even in today’s times, we can only judge people based on 
their apparent condition. As for their inner condition, that we 
entrust to Allah Ta’ala. 


Y 1 1 ^ pjj 
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Chapter 7 - The View of the 
Ulama in Regard to Cursing 
Yazeed 

The View of Hazrat Shaikh Moulana 
Muhammad Zakariyya JSfi&S and 
Hazrat Moulana Rasheed Ahmad 
Gangohi Regarding Cursing 
Yazeed 

In reply to the question: “Is it permissible to curse Yazeed or 
not?” Hazrat Shaikh Moulana Muhammad Zakariyya 
mentioned the following: “My view is in conformity with the 
view of Hazrat Moulana Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi ’MXhj on this 
issue.” 

The following is a reproduction of a part of Hazrat Moulana 
Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi’s &reply to a lengthy question 
regarding Yazeed: 

“To pose a lengthy question of this nature (whether it is 
permissible to curse Yazeed or not) is futile. It appears in a 
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Saheeh Hadeeth that when one person curses another, then if 
the accursed person is deserving of the curse, it will befall him. If 
not, it will return to the one who cursed him. Thus if it cannot be 
proven that a particular person passed away in a state of kufr, 
one should not curse such an individual as there is fear of the 
curse returning to the one who uttered it. The evil actions of 
Yazeed are undoubtedly worthy of curse. Those scholars who 
have come to know through reliable and established sources that 
Yazeed was pleased with his evil deeds, believed them to be 
halaal and passed away without making taubah are of the 
opinion that cursing Yazeed is permissible. This conforms to the 
ruling recorded in the books of Fiqh. On the other hand, those 
Ulama who have reservations in regard to cursing Yazeed state 
that he was, after all, a Mu’min, and since there is no proof to 
establish whether or not he regarded his evil deeds and actions 
to be halaal, it will not be permissible to curse him. Therefore, 
these Ulama do not permit cursing Yazeed due to the Hadeeth 
that prohibits the cursing of a Muslim. The stance of these 
Ulama, when viewed from this angle, also conforms to the ruling 
stated in the books of Fiqh. 

The summary of the matter is that the permissibility of 
cursing Yazeed and its prohibition is based on historical reports 
and facts. As for us muqallideen, it is safer for us to exercise 
caution and remain silent, since if cursing Yazeed is supposedly 
permissible and one refrains from cursing him, then one will not 
be sinful for not cursing him. Cursing him is neither Fardh, nor 
Waajib, nor Sunnah, nor Mustahab. Cursing him is merely 
permissible. On the other hand, if supposing he does not deserve 
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to be cursed, then for one to be engaged in a sin (of cursing him) 
is not permissible. Hence the best thing is that one remains 
silent. 


(wiiH Ja-LpI aHj h 001 


Hazrat Shaikh Moulana Muhammad Zakariyya thereafter 
said: “The view of this unworthy one conforms to the view of 
Hazrat Moulana Gangohi 5 js fessj. As for the claim that all the 
reports regarding Yazeed’s evil and vice are incorrect and 
unfounded, then this claim is difficult to substantiate. When the 
historical reports are so numerous that they reach close to the 
rank of tawaatur, then rejecting them will result in losing 
reliance in history entirely.” 1 


The View of the Majority Ulama with 
Regard to Cursing Yazeed 

Moulana Saleemullah Khan (Daamat Barakaatuhu) writes: 

The Ulama have three views with regard to cursing Yazeed. 

1. It is permissible to curse Yazeed. 

2. It is not permissible to curse Yazeed. 

3. We will remain silent and refrain from cursing him (i.e. 
though he committed many wrongs and evils and we are 
not pleased with his wrongs, we will nevertheless remain 
silent and refrain from cursing him). 
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Some Ulama such as Imaam Ahmad, Allaamah Ibnul Jowzi, 
Allaamah Taftaazaani, Qaadhi Abu Ya’laa Mosili, Ilkiyaa Harraasi, 
Qaadhi Thanaa-ullah Paani Patti and others ’Mj&j are of the 
opinion that it is permissible to curse Yazeed. 

Other Ulama, the likes of Imaam Ghazaali, Allaamah 
IbnuTaimiyyah, Haafiz Ibnu Hajar Haythami, Haafiz Ibnu Salaah 
and others are of the view that it is impermissible to curse 
Yazeed. 

However, the majority of the Ulama have preferred the third 
view (i.e. they remained silent and refrained from cursing him 
despite being displeased with his wrongs). Among the 
mutaqaddimeen, Allaamah Mustafa bin Ebrahim Toonasi Hanafi, 
Imaam Qaasim bin Qutloobugha and Allaamah Zabidi are 

of this view. Among the Muta-akhireen, Moulana Abdul Hayy 
Lukhnowi, Hazrat Shaikh Moulana Muhammad Zakariyya, Qari 
Muhammad Tayyib, Moulana Ashraf Ali Thaanwi and other 
Ulama of Deoband hold this same view. 1 
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Conclusion 

1. From the abovementioned narrations and views of the 
Ulama of the different eras of Islam regarding Yazeed, it 
becomes quite clear that Yazeed was responsible for the 
evils and wrongs that are attributed to him. 

2. If one does not accept the views of the majority of the 
Ulama and regards their views to be incorrect, it will be 
tantamount to claiming that all the Ulama, throughout 
the annals of Islam, were ignorant of the true facts 
regarding Yazeed (including the son of Yazeed and Umar 
bin Abdul Azeez who were from the Banu Umayyad 
Dynasty and were directly related to him). 

3. When the historical reports are so numerous, that 
according to Shaikhul Hadeeth Hazrat Moulana Zakariyya 
Kandhelwi ZtiXhj they reach close to the rank of tawaatur 
(i.e. it is proven through such an overwhelming number 
of reports and narrations that it is absolutely undeniable), 
then rejecting them will result in losing reliance in 
history entirely. 
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4. For one to dismiss these abundant narrations on the 
pretext that they have been transmitted through Shias is 
illogical. If one tries to prove Yazeed’s innocence and 
piety, then he will also have to rely upon historical 
narrations and reports to prove his stance, and the 
historical reports in his favour are very view compared to 
the reports which are against him. Hence, one should 
rather give preference to the historical reports and 
narrations which are against Yazeed as they are 
numerous and abundant compared to the few historical 
reports that prove the opposite. 

5. Even if it is assumed that Yazeed did not command the 

killing of Hazrat Husain the Ahle Bayt, the 

Sahaabah and those who were with him, however 

he neither took any action against the murderers nor did 
he dismiss them from their positions. Hence, he did not 
show the love for the Ahle Bayt that was expected of an 
ordinary Muslim. When this was his conduct, his being 
completely innocent in this affair is greatly questionable. 

6. Apart from the assassination of Hazrat Husain and 

his companions, the many other wrongs and evils that are 
attributed to Yazeed reported by the Sahaabah 

and Taabi’een cannot be ignored, such as his 

drinking, listening to music amidst dancing women, 
forgoing Salaah, waging war against the people of 
Madeenah Munawwarah and Makkah Mukarramah, etc. 
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7. It should be remembered that Yazeed was not a Sahaabi, 
but the son of Hazrat Mu’aawiyah the Sahaabi of 

Rasulullah Even though we have the greatest 

amount of love for Hazrat Mu’aawiyah his love 

should not cause us to surpass the limits of Deen in 
condoning the wrongs and evils that his son carried out 
against the Ahle Bayt, the Sahaabah the Taabi’een 

and the Ummah of Rasulullah In doing 

so, we will not be showing our allegiance to Allah Ta’ala 
and His Rasool 

Hazrat Shaikh Moulana Muhammad 
Zakariyya’s Request 

Hazrat Shaikh mentions: “In this crucial time, Muslims 

should engage themselves in more important Deeni activities. 
This discussion relating to Yazeed is a non-beneficial discussion 
which does not pertain to any of the important actions of Deen. 
We will also not be held responsible for it on the Day of 
Qiyaamah. Furthermore, the general public do not possess the 
ability to understand the intricacies of these incidents. People 
will be inclined to take sides and will not be able to maintain a 
balance. In my opinion, it is incorrect to spread confusion among 
the masses by engaging them in these discussions. The famous 
reply of Umar bin Abdul Azeez when asked regarding the 

differences that occurred among the Sahaabah is worthy 

of being inscribed in gold and practised upon. He said: 
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That was blood from which Allah had kept my hands clean, so I do not 
wish to soil my tongue with it. 

I have dealt with this topic in detail in my book “Al-I’tidaal”. If 
you wish, you may study it. Therefore, the actions of Yazeed will 
enter under the purview of the verse of the Quraan: 


K\ Li lyic-j c4L« L$J 

Each soul will be rewarded for what it had earned and will be punished 
for what it had committed. 

How much longer will you, 0 living ones, cry over the dead? You 
should be more concerned regarding your own condition and 
actions. Presently, a large percentage of the Ummah are totally 
neglectful of their Deeni responsibilities and are moving towards 
irreligiousness. Even worse than this, we see that the Imaan of a 
great percentage of the Ummah is so weak that there is actually 
fear of them leaving the fold of Islam. We should exhaust our 
resources and efforts in trying to bring them close to Deen and 
make them conscious of their obligations. In this effort, there is 
neither any fear of creating confusion among the masses nor is 
there any fear of accountability in the Hereafter. (Extract from 
article by Hazrat Shaikh Moulana Muhammad Zakariyya MXbj) 2 
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The Importance of Remaining within 
the Parameters set by the Pious 
Predecessors 

Hazrat Shaikh Moulana Muhammad Zakariyya mentions: 

I hold the same view regarding my seniors which Hazrat 
Umar bin Abdul Azeez expressed regarding his seniors (i.e. 
the Sahaabah $£*§£££) when he said: 

i A y? I 15" hi i t t _Lp Ij j ■ ^ ^ i ^ 

Ui ... (Jjl aJ lylS" U 

^hd dbS i j\j ,~> c - c j-^25 


Indeed they possessed sound knowledge through which they could 
remain firm on Sharee’ah and on account of their deep insight; they 
were able to abstain from innovations. They were definitely more 
capable of understanding complex, intricate masaa’il and on account of 
their superiority (in knowledge and profound understanding), they were 
definitely more worthy of being followed. To fail to meet the standard 
which they set is to fall short and to attempt to surpass their standard is 
to tire oneself in a futile effort. Some people fell short in meeting the 
standard of the Sahaabah and thus failed to tread the path of 

moderation, while others attempted to surpass the standard of 
Sahaabah jfeiSjA and thus surpassed the limits of Deem Our Seniors 


225 


11 U pij Jjb 



(Sahaabah #£$££) were between the two extremes, treading the 
straight path of complete guidance (and moderation). 

Actually, the problem in this corrupt era is that people feel that a 
person will not be regarded as a true scholar if he remains within 
the parameters set by the pious predecessors and does not 
innovate something which contradicts their way. In order for 
him to be regarded as a scholar, he will need to oppose the way 
of the pious predecessors and produce something which is 
completely different. 

Hazrat Mu’aaz had foretold the coming of such crucial 

times wherein innovations and fitnahs would creep into Deen 
when he said: 

Jplibj sjjv-L jTyiJl Lg^i Jill Lg^i Lus jr* 

V La (JjjL jl Jjli ^T-la wLjtilj jyS \Jlj Jlj 

jU Laj s_£p jvd 1 j*-® La jT jii\ olys Jij 

La 

Fitnahs in Deen will come after you (in the coming eras). In these 
fitnahs, wealth will be in great abundance and the Quraan will be 
opened (and each person will refer directly to the Quraan and interpret 
it in his own way) until even a believer and a hypocrite, a man and a 
woman, a child and an adult, a slave and a free person will all take the 
Quraan (and attempt to explain its meaning according to his own logic 
and reasoning). It is close that a person at that time will say (to himself), 
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“What is the matter with people? Why do they not follow me, whereas I 
have studied the Quraan? They will not follow me until I do not contrive 
and innovate something different for them (through which they will 
become impressed by my knowledge and begin to follow me).” Beware 
their innovations, for what they have innovated is misguidance. 

This is the reason why I am committed to following my Seniors 
footstep for footstep. If there is any word in my writings which 
contradicts the view of my seniors then regard what I wrote to 
be incorrect and do not pay any attention to it. 1 

Imaam Ghazaali Discourages 
Publicly Discussing Mushaajaraat 

Imaam Ghazaali has mentioned the following: 

“It is not permissible for orators and other such people to 
mention the incident of Hazrat Husain’s martyrdom and 

other incidents where Sahaabah $£c$gej had misunderstandings 
and differed with one another. Publicly discussing such 
occurrences leads to people harboring enmity for the Sahaabah 
and criticizing them whereas they are the leaders of 
Deen. The numerous Imaams acquired Deen through the 
narrations of the Sahaabah and we acquire Deen through 

the understanding of the Imaams. The person who criticizes the 
Sahaabah is, in reality, criticizing himself and his own 

Deen.” 2 
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We make dua that Allah Ta’ala unite the entire Ummah of 
Rasulullah and bless them with the Taufeeq of 

remaining on the path of the Sunnah. Aameen. 
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